
 

 
Appendix N4 

Public Meeting #4 

Summary Report 

Part 1 of 3 
 

  



 

 

This page intentionally left blank. 

 

 



 

 

 
 
 
 

 

Final Meeting Report 
 
US 281 Environmental Impact Statement Public Meeting #4 
 
Prepared for the Federal Highway Administration 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

San Antonio, Texas 
May 8, 2014 

 



 

This page intentionally left blank. 

 

 



Meeting Report on the US 281 EIS Open House May 8, 2014    

i 

Table of Contents 
 
Section                                                                                                                                   Page 

1.0 Introduction .................................................................................................................................... 1 

1.1. Open House Purpose and Overview ............................................................................................ 2 

1.2. Outreach Methods ......................................................................................................................... 2 

1.3. Attendance .................................................................................................................................... 4 

2.0 Meeting Format .............................................................................................................................. 4 

3.0 Public Comments ........................................................................................................................... 6 

3.1. Comments Received by the Alamo RMA from the Public ............................................................ 6 

4.0 Record of Comments Received by the Alamo RMA ................................................................... 7 

5.0 Official Response to Comments ................................................................................................. 85 

5.1. General Comments and Responses ........................................................................................... 85 

5.2. Specific Comment Responses .................................................................................................. 100 

6.0 Next Steps ................................................................................................................................... 103 

6.1. Meeting Report Posting ............................................................................................................. 103 

 
List of Tables 

Figure 1. Project Location Map .................................................................................................. 1 
Table 1. Comment Record ......................................................................................................... 8 

 

List of Appendices 

Appendix A – Legal Notices and Other Methods of Meeting Advertisement 

Appendix B – Sign-In Sheets 

Appendix C – Meeting Handouts and Exhibits  

Appendix D – Photos 

Appendix E – Master Comment Listing 

Appendix F – Written Public Comments  

Appendix G – Court Reporter Transcript of Verbal Comments & Speaker Cards 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

This page intentionally left blank. 

 



Meeting Report on the US 281 EIS Open House May 8, 2014 

Page 1 of 104 

1.0 INTRODUCTION 

The Alamo Regional Mobility Authority (Alamo RMA) conducted an Open House in compliance 
with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) and the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, 
Efficient, Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU) Section 6002 
requirements for the US 281 Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) being prepared for the 
location on US 281 from Loop 1604 to Borgfeld Drive in Bexar County. The Open House was 
held on May 8, 2014 from 5:30 p.m. to 7:00 p.m. at the Summit Christian Center located at 2575 
Marshall Road, San Antonio, Texas 78259. 
 
The EIS is being developed for an approximately eight-mile segment located entirely within 
Bexar County, as shown in Figure 1. 
 

 
Figure 1. Project Location Map 
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1.1. Open House Purpose and Overview 

The purpose of the open house was: 

 to allow the public an opportunity to view the draft preferred alternative; 

 to inform attendees of the next steps in the EIS process; and 

 to develop a record of public views and participation in this project, as required by the 
NEPA. 
 

Upon arrival at the open house, sign-in tables were set up to 
track attendance numbers and, if desired, attendees could 
provide their mailing and email address. Each attendee was 
given a comment card and a project information sheet. The 
open house was held in the foyer of Summit Christian Center 
where attendees were encouraged to view the exhibits and 
schematics. The public was also encouraged to provide verbal 
comments to the court reporter as another means of submitting 
an official comment for the record. All comments were 
considered equally regardless of the method of submission. 
The open house opened at 5:30 p.m. with early arrivals starting 
at 5:10 p.m. and closed at approximately 7:15 p.m. The US 281 
EIS Team, Alamo RMA, Bexar County, and TxDOT 
representatives were available the entire time to answer 
questions and provide information. 

1.2. Outreach Methods 

To ensure a wide audience was informed of the open house, and in compliance with Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA) and Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) regulations, 
legal notices in English and Spanish were placed in newspapers within Bexar County.  All 
notices and social media posts are included in Appendix A. 
 
Below is a list of meeting announcements and media requests for the open house: 

 April 6, 2014 – 30-day Legal Notice in San Antonio 
Express-News and on MySA.com  

 April 6, 2014 – 30-day Legal Notice in La Prensa  

 April 9, 2014 – Save the Date E-blast sent to 1,155 
email addresses 

 April 9, 2014 – E-blast notice sent to 3,714 email 
addresses from Ximenes & Associates 

 April 26 – May 8, 2014 – Online advertisement on 
MySA.com 

 April 27, 2014 – 10-day Legal Notice in San 
Antonio Express-News and on MySA.com 

 April 27, 2014 – 10-day Legal Notice in La Prensa 

 April 27, 2014 - Advertisement in San Antonio 
Express-News 

 April 30, 2014 - Advertisement in North Central 
News Stone Oak Weekly  

 April 30, 2014 – Advertisement in North Central News Alamo Heights Weekly 

 April 30, 2014 – Advertisement in Northeast Herald 

 May 2014 – Advertisement in Welcome Home (78258,78259, 78260/78261, 78232/78248) 
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 May 4, 2014 – Advertisement in La Prensa 

 May 7, 2014 – Request for Coverage to local media 

 April 24, 2014 – Electronic project newsletter distributed to 1,183 e-mail addresses  

 April 30 – May 9, 2014 – Dynamic Message Signs 

 April 30, 2014 – E-blast notice sent to 3,672 email addresses from Ximenes & Associates 

 May 5, 2014 – E-blast notice sent to 3,672 email addresses from Ximenes & Associates  

 May 8, 2014 – E-blast notice sent to 3,670 email addresses from Ximenes & Associates 

 May 8, 2014 – E-blast notice sent to 1,231 project email addresses. 

 May 19, 2014 – E-blast comment deadline notice to 1,303 project email addresses. 1 
 

Social Media: 
Facebook posts are linked to Twitter 

 April 4, 2014 Facebook and Twitter - save 
the date 

 April 6, 2014 Facebook and Twitter - 
comment period begins today  

 April 9, 2014 Facebook and Twitter - Draft 
Preferred Alternative Schematic Plans 
available for viewing on the website 

 

 April 11, 2014 Facebook Event Invite – US 281 EIS Open House  

 April 17, 2014 Facebook and Twitter – US 281 EIS Open House details and webpage link 
for more information 

 April 25, 2014 Facebook and Twitter - April 2014 E-Newsletter available  

 May 2, 2014 Facebook and Twitter – US 281 EIS Open House reminder  

 May 8, 2014 Facebook and Twitter – US 281 EIS Open House tonight  

 May 8, 2014 Facebook and Twitter – US 281 EIS Open House updates with how to 
comment if unable to attend 

 May 9, 2014 Facebook - Public Hearing photos posted (23 photos posted) 

 May 9, 2014 Facebook and Twitter – Thank you and information posted to project website 

 May 19, 2014 Facebook and Twitter – Last day of official comment period 
 
The project website, www.411on281.com, was used to provide information on the open house.  
Beginning on April 6, 2014 the home page provided links to view and download the Draft 
Preferred Alternative, described locations where it was available for public review, and how to 
request an electronic copy. It also listed the date, time and location for the open house. 
 
Four dynamic message signs were placed along the 
US 281project corridor between April 30, 2014 and 
May 9, 2014.  The signs were located on northbound 
US 281 between Sonterra Boulevard and Redland 
Road; northbound on US 281 just south of Marshall 
Road; southbound on US 281 between Tips Jewels 
Lane and Oakland Bend; and southbound on US 281 
just north of Borgfeld Drive. In addition, the marquee at the Summit Christian Center displayed 
the open house announcement for approximately two weeks. 
 

                                                
1
 The numbers vary because email addresses were invalid or added. 

US#281#EIS#Draft#Preferred#Alternative#Open#House#Social#Media#Posts#

Facebook(

#

#

http://www.411on281.com/
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The project newsletter was distributed electronically on April 24, 2014. It was sent to 1,183 
electronic mail addresses. These email addresses represent addresses provided by visitors to 
the project website as well as email addresses provided during public engagement activities. 
The newsletter informed recipients of the May 8 open house and made the Draft Preferred 
Alternative Draft Schematic Plans available for viewing. 
 
Letters were mailed to local, state and federal elected officials and agency representatives on 
April 17, 2014 (see Appendix A).   

 
The Alamo RMA managed the pre-, during 
and post-event media relations for the open 
house.  A request for coverage was sent to 
local media including daily and weekly 
newspapers, television, NowCastSA 
Internet TV, and AM/FM radio stations. A 
copy of the request for coverage and media 
list is included in Appendix A. 
 
 
 
 

1.3. Attendance 

There were a total of 360 interested parties signed in for the open house: 347 
individuals/residents from the surrounding community; 6 representatives from the media; and 7 
representatives of local, county and federal agencies.  In addition, there were representatives 
present from the Alamo RMA (staffed by Bexar County), TxDOT, and the US 281 EIS Team, 
which consists of consultants from Jacobs, Hicks & Company, AmaTerra, Zara Environmental, 
LLC, SMITH/Associates, and Ximenes & Associates, Inc. The sign-in sheets are included in 
Appendix B. 

2.0 MEETING FORMAT 

The meeting was conducted in an open house 
format.  
 
Copies of all exhibits including the Draft Preferred 
Alternative Schematic Plans and a screen shot of the 
digital visualization as well as the comment card and 
information sheet are included in Appendix C. Open 
house photos are included in Appendix D.   
 
The open house consisted of six stations; an area to 
welcome the public and have them sign in; comment 
submittal area with comment box and tables; copies 
of the Draft EIS were made available; and a court 
reporter was available to record verbal comments. 
VIA Metropolitan Transit and TxDOT Right of Way had information tables to answer questions 
about the Park and Ride facility and acquisition and relocation, respectively. The entire open 
house was conducted in the foyer of Summit Christian Center. 
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Below is a description of the Open House stations and the welcome and sign-in: 
 
Welcome and Sign-In Tables  
This area captured attendee names and provided each with a comment card. The comment 
card provided specific detailed information on how to submit comments and the May 19, 2014 
comment deadline. The welcome board outlined the open house hours and included a map with 
the project area clearly delineated.  

 
Station 1 - EIS Process and Public Involvement 
This station described the various stakeholders 
involved in this EIS process, the members of the 
Peer Technical Review Committee; and a description 
of the Community Advisory Committee, its meetings 
and the organizations represented by its members.  It 
also had a board with a diagram showing the EIS 
process and where this open house occurred in the 
process.  
 
Station 2 – Need and Purpose 
This station outlined the need for and purpose of 

improvements to US 281. It also described goals and objectives for all improvement options, the 
ability of the Expressway Alternative and Elevated Expressway Alternatives to meet the need 
and purpose, and how the Expressway Alternative best meets the need and purpose.  The Draft 
Preferred Alternative, a refined version of the Expressway Alternative, was described and 
depicted in typical sections. The Draft Preferred Alternative consists of an expressway facility 
with a combination of non-toll and managed lanes, as well as access to the proposed VIA Park 
and Ride facility.  
 
Station 3 – Draft Preferred Alternative 
This station consisted of the majority of the 
information presented during the open house. It 
included three sets of the Draft Preferred 
Alternative Schematic Plans on tables and artist’s 
renderings showing existing conditions on US 281 
and proposed improvements. The Draft Preferred 
Alternative was also depicted in a looping digital 
animation on two 60-inch monitors.   
 
Station 4 - Environmental Factors 
Several environmental factors were listed that will 
be updated in the Final EIS.  Water quality treatments and traffic noise were highlighted through 
educational exhibits.  This station also included exhibits showing proposed structural and 
aesthetic treatments for the corridor improvements.    
 
Station 5 – EIS Next Steps 
This board highlighted the next steps in the EIS process. It noted the open house comments 
would be considered; the Final EIS will be prepared and is slated for public circulation in the Fall 
2014 with an expected Record of Decision in late 2014.   
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Station 6 – How to Submit Comments 
This area included a couple of tables with a comment box as well as a board outlining the 
various methods for submitting comments. It also included the comment deadline of May 19, 
2014. 

3.0 PUBLIC COMMENTS 

Comments received by May 19, 2014, as established in the legal notice for the open house, are 
included in this meeting report. A comment deadline reminder was sent to 1,303 email 
addresses on May 19, 2014 to the project email database. A copy of the reminder email can be 
found in Appendix A.  
 
Numerous avenues existed to submit comments before, 
during, and after the open house. These included (1) filling 
out a comment card and dropping it into the comment box; 
(2) giving comments verbally to a court reporter; (3) 
submitting comments through the project website and/or 
project email; and (4) mailing or faxing written comments to 
TxDOT.  All comments are recorded in Section 4 of this 
report and a master comment listing, in alphabetical order 
by commenter name, is included in Appendix E. Scanned 
images of all comments, with the exception of the ones 
received through the project website, are included, in 
original form, in Appendix F.  Comments submitted 
through the project website are displayed in a table in Appendix F. 

3.1. Comments Received by the Alamo RMA from the Public 

A total of 309 comments were received during the public comment period.   
 

Written Comments: 285 written comments were received during 
the public comment period from April 6 through May 19, 2014. The 
comments were comprised of 65 comment cards, 37 emails, 183 
website submissions, with one (also submitted via email) received 
by US mail. Section 4 provides a record of the written comments 
received and Appendix F includes a copy all written comments, 
with the exception of the ones submitted via the project website, in 
original form.  Comments submitted through the project website are 
displayed in a table in Appendix F. 
 
Verbal Comments: Attendees were able to utilize a court reporter 
to document verbal comments as part of the open house record. 

There were 24 verbal comments recorded by the court reporter during the open house. The 
table in Section 4 of this report provides a record of the verbal comments received. Appendix 
G includes the certified copies of the court reporter’s transcripts.
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4.0 RECORD OF COMMENTS RECEIVED BY THE ALAMO RMA 

Table 1 includes a record of each comment received during the public comment period, April 6 through May 19, 2014, organized by 
the method the comment was received, such as comment card, court reporter, email or website. 
 
The best way to find a comment is to go to Appendix E.  It includes a list of all comments received, in alphabetical order by 
commenter’s last name, as well as the corresponding Reference #.  Once the name and associated Reference # is found look for 
the Reference # in the first column of Table 1.  The Reference # can also be used to find scanned images of each written comment 
in Appendix F and the court reporter transcript of verbal comments in Appendix G.   
 
Responses will be included in the Final EIS.   
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Table 1. Comment Record 
 

Reference # 
(Please see 

Appendix E to 
search for a 

comment by name 
and the associated 

reference #.) 

Comment 
Method 

Comment was 
Received 

Response 
(Please use this number to find 

the associated comment 
response immediately below 

this table in Section 5.) 

1 Toll planning has been bad for business in the shopping center – will be worse in future – much 
interruption – 3-4 yr. business will die. 

Comment 
Card 

1 

2 Toll roads discriminate against the poor. Regressive tax! Comment 
Card 

2 

3 All of the freeway should be non-tolled especially the 1604 to Stone Oak. Use $168 mill for the 3 
miles. This project has 3 main lanes with direction at Redland Rd to Evans Rd on of the main lanes 
both directions is being converted to a toll road and is illegal. All three existing main lanes should 
remain non toll. With the only two free main lanes going north at Redland, there will be a bottleneck 
from the 3 lanes dumping into two free main lanes. Eliminate the VIA flyover ramps – too expensive 
waste of money. A bottleneck will occur north of Stone Oak when 2 free lanes dump into 3 tolled 
main lanes.  

Comment 
Card 

3, 4,  5, 6, 23 

4 Place pavement markings on the lines to limit confusion. I would like you to have pre-construction 
meetings available to the public. Place plans on website. Keep us informed of what roads are going to 
be closed due to construction. I would like for you to incorporate a feature that notified you of 
accidents on lower and upper level ramps. Changeable message signs. 

Comment 
Card 

7, 8 

5 Please build ASAP. Comment 
Card 

9 

6 Wide lane to share with bikes inadequate! We can do better! Why no free highway lanes north of 
Stone Oak? Unfair burden on people who live further north. 

Comment 
Card 

3, 4, 10 

7 My concern is the off ramp on north 281 to Encino Rd. It would make more sense to have the off 
ramp at Evans Rd where more traffic will exit due to the shopping centers on both sides. As 
proposed, all traffic wanting to turn on Evans will be on the access road and have to stop at the 
traffic light at Encino Rd.  

Comment 
Card 

11 

8 Make an airport shuttle ride in addition to the VIA park and ride. That way people can drop off or 
pick up people going or coming to the airport. Would prevent crowds picking up people at airport. 
(For residents living in the area anyway.) 

Comment 
Card 

Specific Response 
See Section 5.2 

9 1) The preferred option presented is not a good option. Has this option been voted on? Who voted? 
2) Toll roads in this retail corridor is a mistake. 3) This preferred option will add air pollution to the 
area because of vehicles sitting in traffic. 4) A free road option needs to be implemented. 

Comment 
Card 

1, 3, 12,  13 

10 This is a perfect example of governmental in action. This problem (traffic congestion) could have 
been, and should have been solved years ago with extended lanes and overpasses. Toll roads are 
unnecessary!  

Comment 
Card 

14 
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Reference # 
(Please see 

Appendix E to 
search for a 

comment by name 
and the associated 

reference #.) 

Comment 
Method 

Comment was 
Received 

Response 
(Please use this number to find 

the associated comment 
response immediately below 

this table in Section 5.) 

11 I am originally from Chicago. Seems like overkill and a good way to bring down property values and 
stifle growth. Who collects the tolls and in 10 years will property taxes go down? This should be done 
on the west side. 

Comment 
Card 

1, 15 

12 Good job – nice compromise so I’m sure no one is entirely happy. I hope when construction 
commences there will be barriers within the vegetated swales to prevent cars/trucks from crossing 
the median into oncoming traffic. High strength cables were used very effectively in Kansas City and 
it reduced accidents and morbidity and mortality.  

Comment 
Card 

8 

13 I live in the Oaklands and am very concerned about the proposed 281 road project. The Oakland’s 
only ingress and egress is on 281. A new community just south of the Oaklands has just started to be 
completed in 2 phases of 250 homes for each phase. Only ingress and egress will be Tips Jewels on to 
281. When combined with 2 to 3 thousand homes in Mountain Lodge, the congestion will be 
unbelievable considering where the entrance and exits are located for the freeway and managed 
lanes. This proposal will destroy property values and may totally destroy any marketability of the 
property. North and south entrance to the Oaklands will be equally difficult and challenging.  

Comment 
Card 

1, 16 

14 These toll roads do not solve congestion problems and will create secondary problems on access 
roads and alternate paths. Put it to a vote don’t want tolls?  

Comment 
Card 

12, 17 

15 Toll roads are a terrible use of my tax dollars. They are used as another stream of revenue (tax) that 
take money from my area and spends it without my consent. Where has the money gone that was 
allocated to road improvements on 281? It was allocated but then disappeared!! Without 
explanation. Why do you continue to look for ways to steal my hard earned dollars? 

Comment 
Card 

3 

16 I feel that this project will be very unaffordable to low income people and those people who are 
retired or have a disability. It is very expensive to drive into San Antonio and toll roads will make the 
problem worse.  

Comment 
Card 

2 

17 These plans are a total waste of money. It doesn’t address the traffic congestion problems the 
entrances and exits between the toll lanes (not good) and the free lanes and frontage roads won’t 
work either. The original overpasses and freeway could have been built for 1/3 to ½ the cost and 
would have been finished 5-7 years ago. Note: I am a retired city planner so I know traffic planning 
and engineering. Build the freeway. 

Comment 
Card 

14, 17, 18 

18 No toll roads. Build 3 overpasses 1) Evans Rd, 2) Encino Rio 3) Stone Oak Pwy/TPC. Comment 
Card 

3,5,11,14 

19 This project does very little, to nothing, to speed up traffic from the Comal County line to downtown 
San Antonio. Once inside 1604 the traffic will only stack up faster than it does now. Getting to 1604 
faster to sit longer on 281S is no improvement. 

Comment 
Card 

28 
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Reference # 
(Please see 

Appendix E to 
search for a 

comment by name 
and the associated 

reference #.) 

Comment 
Method 

Comment was 
Received 

Response 
(Please use this number to find 

the associated comment 
response immediately below 

this table in Section 5.) 

20 Why is there no exit to Evans Road? Why are there no “free” highway lanes with 65 mph speed 
limits? Why are you forcing all Stone Oak traffic to surface streets? Why is there no non toll option 
for 281? Where are my taxes going?? Why don’t Bexar County residents get stuck with tolls? What if 
you build a toll road and nobody comes? (130 anyone?) 

Comment 
Card 

3, 5, 11, 15, 19, 23 

21 Build overpasses for 2 cars in either direction. Have lights for 2 car left turn and traffic going under 
the overpasses. Would be faster to build and avoid toll roads. Speed up traffic flow.  

Comment 
Card 

14 

22 Tolls are reasonable in my opinion. If they could pay for the tolls with state funds and dismantle the 
toll booths after the road is paid for. 

Comment 
Card 

15 

23 Great work! This will give me back 250 hours a year! Comment 
Card 

Comment noted and 
considered. 

24 1) Citizens need a choice of toll or non-tolled lanes thru out the entire length of the project –since 
you insist on ignoring the rational and economic solution of first adding overpasses. You are spending 
too much money without thought of citizens.  

Comment 
Card 

3, 14 

25 Please pass this toll road project. There has been a need for this for 10 years.  Comment 
Card 

Comment noted and 
considered. 

26 Looks great, build it! There are enough free lanes to keep people happy and still move freely around 
the area.  

Comment 
Card 

Comment noted and 
considered. 

27 I want to very favorably support the $825 mil package of projects (US 281, Loop 1604, and IH 10) that 
the Alamo Area MPO, Alamo RMA, COSA, TxDOT, and VIA has joined together to fund. It will help to 
alleviate congestion and do it in an environmentally friendly way! Build it ASAP! 

Comment 
Card 

9 

28 Looks fine to me. Comment 
Card 

Comment noted and 
considered. 

29 I oppose the expansion of the highway. I own the property at 26587 Highway 281. I just invested my 
life savings in the new business and have created many new jobs and the expansion will take my 
property and close us down.  

Comment 
Card 

20 

30 I’m a resident of Big Springs and my house backs up to 281 south bound. I’m concerned with the 
elevation of the road going southbound 281 past Evans and the noise that will affect my current 
living. Can someone please update me on the specific are of my resident. Thank you. 

Comment 
Card 

21 

31 From Stone Oak north, the only free roads are access roads. Going south, no exit from toll lanes to 
1604. No one will tell me how much the current congestion on 281 will be reduced with the toll 
lanes.  

Comment 
Card 

4, 5, 18, 23 

32 I think the tolls are a good idea. I would like to see the managed lanes open to HOV 2+ because it 
would take drivers off the frontage road.  

Comment 
Card 

15 
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Reference # 
(Please see 

Appendix E to 
search for a 

comment by name 
and the associated 

reference #.) 

Comment 
Method 

Comment was 
Received 

Response 
(Please use this number to find 

the associated comment 
response immediately below 

this table in Section 5.) 

33 Living at the intersection of Stone Oak and Evans and having used 281 for the past 7 years the traffic 
has been worse every year despite the super street. This proposed option is the answer to our daily 
problem. I hope this project moves forward as quickly as possible and everybody sees how it will 
benefit us all that live in this area. Appreciate the work of the Alamo RMA and TxDOT. 

Comment 
Card 

9, 25 

34 The speed on 281 currently is 60-65 (with stoplights). However, the new design shows the speed on 
the access roads is slowed to 45 (with the same stoplights). Why the slowdown? 

Comment 
Card 

19 

35 I am strongly opposed to the toll road plan. I use 281N to Evans Rd and Stone Oak. Under the 
proposed concept it would not make sense to use the toll road. I don’t understand the purpose of an 
8 mile toll road! I don’t see how congestion will be improved by this plan. 

Comment 
Card 

3, 18 

36 I do not want these toll lanes since we will be tolled long after the lanes are paid for; the tolls are 
placed upon rights-of-way that our gas tax dollars have already paid for; and because we didn’t get a 
vote upon it. The “free” option will not receive the improvements it will need; consequently, it will 
be stop-and-go driving, much worse than it is now. This plus the points made by Texans Uniting for 
Reform and Freedom make me say “are you crazy?!” 

Comment 
Card 

3, 12 

37 Please move forward ASAP. Long overdue. Comment 
Card 

9 

38 Much required improvements. Do no mind tolls. Please make sure cross streets are not penalized. I 
support managed lane concept. 

Comment 
Card 

17 

39 Engineers were misrepresenting the facts of a proposal. The proposals are incomplete and 
inadequate for presentation to the public and should be redone. The non-toll option is the most 
efficient form of finance. The RMA and MPO have an inherent conflict of interest because the source 
of revenue is toll projects. 

Comment 
Card 

Specific Response 
See Section 5.2 

40 This is being shoved down our throats. We have no voice because we can’t vote on it and RMA and 
SA City are well aware of that. Shame on you. Set up a special ballot for residents in the area. Do the 
right thing – make a right choice for a change.  

Comment 
Card 

12 

41 “Managed lanes” is deceptive! Call them “toll” lanes which is what they are.  Comment 
Card 

29 

42 We need this toll road. I just hope the price to drive on it [is] reasonable.  Comment 
Card 

15 

43 I am in favor of the project being built. Comment 
Card 

Comment noted and 
considered. 

44 It is something that amuses me. The city roads are worse after things like this are done, and the price 
of toll roads in every city that has them do nothing but keep going up in price. This city cannot afford 
it for people, everything keeps going up.  

Comment 
Card 

15 
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Reference # 
(Please see 

Appendix E to 
search for a 

comment by name 
and the associated 

reference #.) 

Comment 
Method 

Comment was 
Received 

Response 
(Please use this number to find 

the associated comment 
response immediately below 

this table in Section 5.) 

45 I’ve been to every public meeting on tolling 281 and despite obvious majority who do not want toll 
roads, it appears the RMA is ignoring our desires and are barreling ahead with what they want. I 
sincerely question how many of the voting board for this project actually live in this community and 
will be using a toll road to get to and from work every day. It seems the money people win again – 
not the majority. 

Comment 
Card 

3 

46 I am opposed to toll roads for this project. I pay sufficient taxes for the government to provide 
proper highways. For this proposed project, why must I pay what is essentially a mandatory toll to 
travel on a highway just because I live north of Stone Oak?  

Comment 
Card 

3, 23 

47 I have reviewed the options presented at “The Summit.” I like these options and suggest we move 
forward with this project immediately. 

Comment 
Card 

9 

48 The preliminary plan shows a northbound exit ramp that serves Encino Rio and then Evans Rd. Why is 
there not a separate exit ramp for Evans Rd, located north of Encino Rio. Do the traffic counts justify 
the conceptual design?  

Comment 
Card 

11 

49 No tolling of US 281! Return the streetcar money and use it for what was originally intended: large 
portions to fix 281 and IH 10 without tolls. Toll roads are incredibly discriminatory – profits left are to 
be used to build toll-free for other groups of people. We don’t feel like being sacrificed. This is 
supposed to be a city and county that prides itself on non-discrimination. Shame on you all.  

Comment 
Card 

2,3 

50 What about adding tolls on the construction off 1604 on NW side of town or Wurzbach Pkwy. Why 
only this section of town. 

Comment 
Card 

3 

51 This project looks awesome. Please start ASAP in the present cooperation every agency that is in the 
approval process should move quickly to ease this current gridlock.  

Comment 
Card 

9 

52 I feel the roadways have been and continue to be paid for with tax and we pay. I agree with 
developing the current system, but not as a toll road.  

Comment 
Card 

3 

53 From Stone Oak north to Borgfeld Dr. the non-toll traffic will have to utilize the two lane access road 
(blue) will have stop lights at underpasses. I feel that this approach will not support traffic thru 2023. 
Much construction going on in Borgfeld in south Comal County. 

Comment 
Card 

4, 5, 23 

54 Please provide all the environmental clearances and move this project forward as presented.  Comment 
Card 

9 

55 What a terrible mess! I hope our comments are taken seriously. Comment 
Card 

12 

56 Hoping there will not be toll booths, but if so: Who gets the revenue from tolls? Comment 
Card 

15 
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57 This entire project needs to restart at 2000 time period and be done as originally conceived – a 
simple limited access highway with no tolls or toll lanes. Your efforts to create additional revenue 
streams at the expense of the citizenry is abhorrent and unethical! TxDOT, San Antonio RMA and this 
project are nothing but organized theft!!! 

Comment 
Card 

3, 14 

58 No toll road or no build. Comment 
Card 

Comment noted and 
considered. 

59 Let the people vote. Comment 
Card 

12 

60 No exit to Evans. No free expressway lanes north of Stone Oak. From Comal County to Stone Oak 
reduces speed from 65 to 45 on free lanes. RMA advertising is full of half-truths and lies. People in 
Comal County will have to pay but have no representation on any boards or decision making orgs.  

Comment 
Card 

5, 11, 19, 23 

61 TXDOT is out of touch. Where are these lanes? [Illustration] Managed lanes for 281 Toll Road: Lane 1 
– 80 mph (straight line); Lane 2 – Eat Tea Sodas (slightly swerving); Lane 3 – Texting computers (more 
swerving than lane 2). 

Comment 
Card 

Comment noted and 
considered. 

62 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The San Antonio Mobility Coalition, Inc (SAMCo) continues to support construction of added capacity 
improvements along the US 281 corridor from Loop 1604 north to the County Line as part of system-
wide plans to address rising congestion levels in the greater San Antonio region. SAMCo represents 
more than 80 public and private entities, advocating for funding and implementation to 
transportation enhancements for the region. We urge FHWA, TxDOT, and Alamo RMA officials to 
continue moving forward with the Draft Preferred Alternative for the following reasons: 1) 
Residential and commercial development along the US 281 corridor continues growing at a rapid and 
sustained pace. Recently updated population projections indicate that regional population will grow 
to 3.40 million by 2040, up 70 percent from the 2010 estimate of 1.99 million. Much of this growth is 
occurring in northern Bexar County. 2) According to an analysis conducted by the SA-Bexar MPO, the 
number of residents living in census tracts adjacent to the portion of US 281 that is being studied will 
reach 142,240 by 2035 an increase of 93 percent from 2005. 3) Employment growth along the 
corridor has also risen from 3,312 in 1980 to 24,635 in 2005, and is projected to increase to an 
estimated 43,635 in 2035. 4) Traffic volumes have increased significantly along US 281 in recent 
years and are expected to continue growing at a rapid pace. Accordingly to TxDOT and MPO data, the 
portion of US 281 0.3 miles north of Loop 1604 saw Average Daily Traffic (ADT) of 133,000 in 2010. 
ATD will rise to 205,000 by 2035. For the portion of US 281 0.5 miles north of Borgfeld, ADT was 
30,000 in 2010 and is expected to grow to 140,000 in 2035. 5) While the recent completion of Super 
Street improvements within the corridor has eased congestion slightly for the near term, failure to 
add additional capacity to US 281 will ultimately result in unacceptable levels of congestion and delay 
for motorists. 6) With regard to the configuration of the project, we support the addition of four new 

Letter 
dropped in 
Comment Box 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

9, 25 
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62, Continued freeway lanes (no fees or stoplights) from Loop 1604 to Stone Oak/Marshall Road, as well as the 
addition of managed lanes (requires a fee, flexible) along the entire length of the project. 7) After 
more than a decade of study and several environmental processes, we support moving forward with 
the project in order to provide needed congestion relief to motorists. 

Letter 
dropped in 
Comment Box 

Comment 62, Continued. 

63 The un-needed toll road on #281 is a clear example of the bribery and corruption that exists in 
Austin. In year 2000, $50+ million was allocated to rebuild hwy #281. Rick Perry’s Commission Chair 
pulled those funds when Spanish corp, “Grupo Ferrovial” bribed Perry. Now a Texas contractor wants 
unlimited control and profits – 50+ years on Texas roads – including #281. Free roads are an 
economic necessity. Working class and middle class drivers suffer real monetary losses. All Texans 
are willing to pay mileage or gas tax to be able to drive to work. Taxes on gas or mileage used are 
$.04-.06/mile. Texas oligarchs are making fortunes on oil & natural gas. Texas oligarchs should not be 
giving license to rape the middle class. We can afford to build free public roads! 

Comment 
Card 

2,3,14 

64 Notes on 281 North Improvement Project Handout - "Choose from managed lanes or free access 
lanes between Stone Oak Parkway and Borgfeld Drive" with reduced speed from 65 to 45 no options 
for decent free lanes; "Improved 281 will include eight miles of new roadway from Loop 1604 to 
Borgfeld Drive and direct connectors to Loop 1604"- all tolled; "It will be faster and safer"-if you want 
to pay-if not slower and less safe; "the only solution"-garbage; "thoroughly vetted" - yeah sure. 

Comment Box 4,19 

65 I want something to be done to provide better traffic flow. I am tired of sitting in traffic. I am even ok 
with a toll road if it means getting traffic moving. 

Comment 
Card 

9 

66 First off, I just think the whole toll road thing is nonsense and I'm totally against it.  I think the people 
behind it, the RMA, they're scared of losing their job because that's the only way -- only job that the 
RMA has been designated to do and if you take the money, the $580 million or so spent on this 
stupid choo-choo train Mr. Wolfe wants and put it into this project, you could have a non-tolled 
freeway all the way.  It's disgusting the way they've done the citizens of this city. 

Court 
Reporter 

3, 22 

67 I don't see the necessity of putting in toll roads north of Stone Oak Parkway.  There's a four-lane 
highway there already, plenty of room for traffic.  It doesn't back up there.  I know some subdivisions 
are opening up, they're going to put lights up.  Everybody will be able to get in and out of their 
respective places.  I don't see the need of putting toll roads. Taking our existing roads is what they're 
doing and tolling it and then they're going to push way out here one- and two-lane access roads.  
They're punishing people that do not want to pay money for the toll road. I actually live in Comal 
County.  There are a lot of poor people out there that are going to have to pay to travel this road 
when they don't have much money to begin with.  I don't -- They need to have what they call like 
south of Stone Oak.  Free lanes.  They're not putting in any free lanes from Marshall on.  It's access 
roads only.  There have got to be -- If they're going to take our roads, you've got to put in a free lane. 

Court 
Reporter 

2, 3, 4, 23 
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68 My suggestion, primarily, is not to have toll roads, but have a two-lane bypass going over the existing 
major roads like Redland Road, Encino Rio, Evans and so on down the line.  And have two lanes in 
each direction going for through traffic, keep the existing roads, and where the overpasses are, have 
two left-turn lanes as needed for vehicles; and for the cross traffic, have traffic lights for those 
individual lanes.  So for Redland Road, it's a one-way street coming up to 281, so have a traffic light 
for right turn as well as going across; Encino Rio, right turn going across; Evans, which goes across, go 
straight across, make a left turn and right turn at that intersection of the overpasses.  That would 
speed up traffic where all the other problems, avoid toll roads. 

Court 
Reporter 

3, 14 

69 I just talked to one of the volunteers.  I asked why there were no free lanes past Marshall Road as 
there are at Stone Oak and he said because of the funding that we're able to obtain we can't afford 
to do that.  And I said, then why build the tolls now?  Have them stop at Marshall and leave the free 
lanes the rest of the way up to 281.  Why isn't that an option out there for us now? 

Court 
Reporter 

3, 23 

70 I'm opposed to toll roads.  The reason why I oppose the toll roads is that, first of all, we pay high 
property taxes.  On top of that, we have a vehicle tax, and on top of that, we have gasoline tax and so 
all I see is the toll road as another method of extracting funds.  My personal belief is that it's been set 
aside out of the vehicle taxes and the gasoline taxes should be used for road maintenance and not 
for other purposes or outside of road transportation. My personal situation, see, I live off of TPC and 
Bulverde Road.  I drive south downtown every day so I could use the -- the free access lanes that are 
being provided back and forth so I would definitely not be on the toll road.  During the construction 
period, I'd be going down Bulverde Road, which has recently been expanded to three lanes each way, 
1604 down to 281.  Now on the way back, same thing. Overall, we really need this.  You know, that's 
the way the bottom line is.  I guess I'll support it and everything.  I just don't like being forced to pay 
for tolls.  Thank you very much for your time. 

Court 
Reporter 

3, 7 

71 I just want to say it's a terrible mess, unplanned, no consideration given to the moms and the 
children and the -- just everyday traveling up 281.  It's not consumer-friendly.  And I hope our 
comments are taken seriously. 

Court 
Reporter 

12 

72 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The absence of improvements to ameliorate increased traffic for 15 years has been a causation of, 
and factor for, increased and often intense development adjacent to the original Highway 281 right-
of-way.  A considerable amount of development has been residential housing, primarily single family 
homes.  The proposed build alternatives as presented will greatly increase the traffic count to over 
250,000 vehicles per day and increase heavy truck and other commercial traffic by threefold.  In 
addition, there are provisions for train tracks in both north and south directions.  Furthermore, the 
long-term goal planners have for Highway 281 is a multi-use expressway to Dallas. The nature of and 
increased volume of this highway's usage will benefit travel time only so much for Bexar County and 
Comal County residents living adjacent to the right-of-way.  The greatest amount of benefit will 

Court 
Reporter 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

8, 13, 20, 21 
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72, Continued. accrue to vehicles originating north and south of Bexar County.  A severe and negative impact for 
Bexar County residents living within a mile of a reconstructed highway 281 will be a tripling of road 
noise and very heavy production of particulate matter and exhaust including, but not limited to, 
airborne rubber particles, brake dust, diesel fumes, debris from truckloads, parts falling from vehicles 
themselves and the like.  This is verifiable from operational records of all major interstate highways 
and other throughways operating in municipal areas. Such detrimental impact on the peaceful 
enjoyment of a citizen's property is in violation of Texas statute and upheld as such by federal and 
state environmental protection agencies.  Clearly, as such, the impact of all the build alternatives 
represent in law and in fact a taking of property -- as well as a taking of a homeowners' and property 
right -- property owners' right to peaceful possession and quiet enjoyment and cause a sharp 
decrease in home values within a mile on either side of the Highway 281 right-of-way.  Again, the 
foregoing is an unequivocal taking of real and tangible property.  As such, the State of Texas, the City 
of San Antonio, Bexar County, Comal County, TxDOT and other public agencies will be obliged to 
compensate all property owners for their tangible losses.  This will be a considerable amount of 
money.  To greatly reduce the negative impact on citizens caused by the aforementioned and 
delineated problems and the concomitant costs, there are a number of solutions which include the 
following proposal:  One, improve pavement design using engineered pavement surfaces.  Noise and 
rubber dust production is somewhat reduced without sacrificing traction, braking time or durability.  
Two, installation of FHWA-approved 12-foot high continuous and uninterrupted sound barrier walls 
at edges of express roadways.  Not at the outside of the frontage roads, but at the edges of the 
express lanes when residential properties are 40 feet or more from highway 281 edges of right-of-
way.  Sound barrier walls are used in all major cities and have been proven to be most effective in all 
categories of protection.  Twelve-foot-high sound barriers are federally reimbursed costs and often 
are a requirement under FHWA regulations. The state of Texas, as does TxDOT, City of San Antonio, 
Bexar County, Alamo RMA, etc., all have -- and this I put in italics -- a clear and present obligation to 
protect the health, safety and welfare of all persons impacted by their engineering design and 
associated activities.  That is a prescribed and legal duty of federal and state and individually of all 
licensed professionally engineers, land planners.  And certainly no involved party desires to perform 
other than in the very best interest of the citizens of Bexar and Comal County and adjacent areas. 
The foregoing proposals are common in the industry and inexpensive to implement.  Failure to do so 
would create long-term health problems for all persons, particularly young children and elderly, and 
be a violation of current statute.  Thank you for your consideration.   

Court 
Reporter 

Comment 72, Continued. 
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73 Six words.  No toll road.  No toll road.  Or no build.  I don't care if they don't build.  Just leave it the 
way it is.  It's fine.  But no toll road, period. If they would give us a chance to vote on it, they would 
find out very quickly that that's the majority opinion.  If they get all the politicians and let the people 
say what they want, that's what you're going to get. 

Court 
Reporter 

3, 12 

74 If they put the toll road over there, they're going to hurt my business because they're going to put an 
overpass and all the traffic goes on the overpass and they miss -- they miss my store over there.  I so I 
get hurt in the business. 

Court 
Reporter 

1 

75 My concern is that we've already paid for these highways once through our taxes and we should not 
be having to pay for them again.  There are other solutions to this.  I understand congestion is bad 
and we need to do something about it, but there's ways that it can be handled.  There is an example 
of Highway 29 between Columbia, Maryland, and Washington, D.C., that's very similar to U.S. 281.  
They solved the problem by putting in overpasses and widening it to four lanes and it is now, 
basically, an alternative to 95 and it is not tolled.  Why can't we do a similar thing for this highway? I 
have some personal interest in this.  I live right past the city limits in a community called the 
Oaklands.  Adjacent to my community is Mountain Lodge, which is less than a quarter of a mile to the 
north, and to the south is going to be another community.  I don't recall the name of it.  It's off of Tip 
School Road.  They're putting in 500 homes.  The only ingress and egress is onto 281.  The only 
ingress and egress I have for my community is through 281.  Mountain Lodge had 2- to 3,000 homes 
back in that area.  Now, they do have an alternative to go to the -- to the west and get either access 
to Stone Oak or access to Borgfeld Road.  So they have another way of getting in and out.  My 
concern is it's not going to solve the problem with congestion on that stretch of road when you have 
that many homes with that number of people trying to either go north or south to access the -- the 
freeway or the managed lanes.  There are other solutions for this and I think, talking to the 
gentleman at the table, they were not even aware there was a new community going in in that area 
that was going to add 500 homes.  So I'm really concerned about that. Have they really done their 
homework?  Do they know what all is going into these places, what's planned to be built by these 
developers?  I realize we're in the extraterritorial jurisdiction of San Antonio and they don't have as 
much information as they would have within the city limits of San Antonio.  So that's, basically, my 
statement. 

Court 
Reporter 

3, 16 

76 I would like for them to completely forget the whole toll-road concept, go back to the original limited 
access highway they had created back in 2000 when they had money to do it, didn't bother to do it, 
and wasted the money who knows how, probably drawing up fancy signs like they did here for this 
thing.  They need to just give up the toll-road idea, get a regular highway through here and do 
nothing else.  Take their toll road out, and another thing, let's abolish the RMA.  They don't need to 
be existing.  They're a wasted bunch of money right there.  That ought to do it.  Thank you. 

Court 
Reporter 

3, 14, 22 



Meeting Report on the US 281 EIS Open House May 8, 2014 

Page 18 of 104 
 

Reference # 
(Please see 

Appendix E to 
search for a 

comment by name 
and the associated 

reference #.) 

Comment 
Method 

Comment was 
Received 

Response 
(Please use this number to find 

the associated comment 
response immediately below 

this table in Section 5.) 

77 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

I do reside in -- out on Highway - State Highway 46 in Comal County.  I'm against this toll project.  
What this mean -- this objection means, let me just put it bluntly and in as few words as possible. We 
have corrupt officials in Austin that have changed the laws and allowed this to happen.  You know, 
because of special interest groups at TxDOT and appointees getting laws changed to where they can 
convert an existing road into a toll road.  That, I think, was put in place in 1997 and it's been corrupt 
ever since because the people are not being given an equal lane for an equal lane. TxDOT, several 
years ago, told me, well, in their minds -- and I can almost quote that.  In their minds, they ask, Well, 
how fast do you drive in congestion right now?  Well, I don't drive congestion,  I work different 
hours.  I don't drive the congested hours.  I drive the non-congested hours.  So coming home from 
work, I'm driving 10:30, 11:00 o'clock at night.  I'm doing the maximum speed on that highway.  Very 
-- very seldom are you getting stopped by these stoplights.  So when they say an equal lane for an 
equal lane, I'm not getting a 55 to 60-mile -- 55 to 60-mile-an-hour speed limit.  I'm getting a 30 to 
45-mile an hour access road and I refuse to pay a toll, you know, on lanes that I currently drive on 
right now and I'm driving at the maximum, speed in lieu of -- well, drive on the access road with a 
much slower speed limit.  No, I will not do that. Corrupt officials in Texas here have allowed this to 
happen and this is illegal as hell.  This is illegal.  This is corruption at its finest.  You know, when you 
can convert an existing road into a toll road, you know, and without a public vote, you know, that is 
corruption.  You know, just because the law is set by these people up in Austin does not mean it's 
legal.  Of course, you got to have a good honest judge with integrity strike it down, but first, I guess, 
you gotta have someone who opposes it and it takes money to oppose things.  This is corruption at 
its best.  As far as the -- the toll road on 281, I'm not against building toll roads in new areas, but I am 
against turning existing roads and no matter how TxDOT and corrupt officials say managed lanes, no 
matter what term they use, a toll road's a toll road by any of the many names that they use.  And for 
them to just blatantly say that, you know, we're going to toll this and you're going to have some 
managed lanes and some free lanes and your free lanes will end up being your access road once you 
get to Stone Oak, if you're heading north, I won't exit.  I won't exit because the state and TxDOT are 
robbing me, are stealing my free lanes that we've already paid for.  Those are my -- It's my right, my 
inherent right to drive on those lanes and I will continue to drive on those lanes as long as those 
lanes are there.  Whether they're reconstructed or whether they stay there just like they are.  I will 
drive on those lanes and continue driving on those lanes in that area of the road.  I will not get off 
and drive on an access road with a 10 to 45-mile-an-hour speed limit when TxDOT and corrupt 
officials in Austin have done this to the people of this state. You know, it is a crime.  These people 
should be taken to court.  They should be ousted.  TxDOT officials that are backing this plan, they 
should be ousted.  They should be thrown out on their asses.  You know the corrupt politicians up in 
Austin, they should be held accountable for abusing their powers.  This is called abuse of power and -

Court 
Reporter 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

3, 4, 19, 23 
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77, Continued. - plain and simple.  You know what else could it be when you start turning and passing laws?  Just 
because you have a right to pass a law doesn't mean you can pass a bad law, you know, because that 
law has not been quantified by the people, by any means. You know, that's why you see the people 
out here right now protesting because the people don't agree with those laws.  You know, they don't 
-- it has not been quantified by the people of the State of Texas as far as converting the existing 
roads.  You know, the people do not want the existing road to be converted and this is what they're 
doing and that is corruption.  That is corruption, plain and simple.  These people should be ousted; 
they should be tried as criminals.  They're traitors to this country; they're traitors to the State of 
Texas.  You know, we got to vote these people out.  If we can't vote them out, we gotta toss them 
out.  You know, it's illegal as hell. Corruption, corruption, corruption.  How do you spell corruption?  
Corruption is TxDOT, corruption is politicians up in Austin that have allowed this to happen, turning 
existing roads into toll roads without a vote of the people.  You know its corruption.  Thank you. 

Court 
Reporter 

Comment 77, Continued. 

78 I am in favor of the non-tolled option, the one that no longer appears.  I'm opposed to any and all of 
the toll options.  They're the least efficient form of finance, they are -- they amount to official 
oppression by changing existing highway lanes into access roads at a lower speed limit.  Official 
oppression, by the way, is a prosecutable crime. The contract engineers which TxDOT has brought to 
present the projects are misrepresenting and inaccurately portraying the project which is false, 
misleading and the hearing and open house should be conducted again when people know what they 
are talking about instead of misleading the citizens. All the toll proposals are bound to fail.  The 
existing toll projects in Texas are financially unsound.  Example, State Highway 130 bond has been 
declared junk and they are essentially, unsalable, could not be sold.  The people are entitled to a 
competent agency to administer roads.  The MPO and the RMA have an inherent conflict of interest.  
Their funding only exists with a toll road and takes revenue from those tolls.  They should be 
abolished immediately, if not, sooner.  In summary, I favor the non-toll option.   

Court 
Reporter 

3, 4, 15, 19 
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79 On behalf of the San Antonio Chamber of Commerce and its nearly 2000 business members, 
advocate for a stronger community by propelling business success.  I am here to express my support 
-- or our support for the construction of added capacity improvements along the U.S. 281 corridor 
from Loop 1604 north to the county line as part of the system-wide plans to address rising 
congestion levels in the greater San Antonio region.  Transportation planning decisions affect 
economic development and our community's population of traffic volumes continue to grow at a 
rapid rate, especially along the U.S. 281 corridor. According to an analysis conducted by the Alamo 
Area Metropolitan Planning Organization, the number of residents living in census tracks adjacent to 
the portion of 281 that's being studied will reach 142,420 by the year 2035.  While the recent 
completion of the super street improvements within the corridor have slightly eased congestion for 
the near term, failure to add additional capacity will yield unacceptable levels of congestion and 
delays for motorists. With more than a decade of study and several environmental processes on U.S. 
281, our Chamber of Commerce encourages the Federal Highway Administration, the Texas 
Department of Transportation and the Regional Mobility Authority officials to move forward with the 
draft preferred alternative in an effort to provide much needed congestion relief to motorists. 

Court 
Reporter 

25 
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80 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

I live in San Antonio and have for -- since 1959 and concerning this -- the design of this project, this 
project should be designed and built as a non-toll freeway with overpasses that people can use freely 
without having to pay a double tax.  The taxpayers are already putting in -- with their tax money, 
putting in a lot of taxes into this project.  The number I've seen has been $228 million of taxpayer 
money and breaking that down, the way I understand it, 60 million of that is going to be to build the 
non-toll ramps, northern ramps at 1604 and 281.  And then the balance of that, which is two-and-a-
half to three miles, should be built all as non-toll, the main lanes and the access roads. This plan is 
flawed in many ways.  It's a double tax, of course, for one reason, but they're converting three of the 
main lanes around Encino Rio, Redland Road, almost up to Evans.  Those are three main lanes each 
way.  This plan converts one of these main lanes to a toll lane and that -- that, I understand, is against 
the law, so they shouldn't be doing that at all.  So all of those three existing main lanes should remain 
free. Right now they're converting one of those three main lanes to a toll lane.  So what is happening 
is that you're dumping three lanes going north into two free lanes and a toll lane, but most of the 
people are not going to be able to afford the toll road so there'll be a log jam and be backed up 
where the three main lanes go north running into the two free lanes.  So that's -- that's an error. 
There was an old TxDOT design years ago that, basically, in that area showed four free lanes to 
satisfy the problem.  So that should be at least in -- that area around Redland Road should be at least 
four free lanes going north instead of the two free lanes that they have now. Part of this project has 
special flyover ramps to access the VIA Park and Ride.  This project is -- is a total waste of money.  
That money, instead of going into giving VIA a special access to their Park and Ride, should be put 
into free lanes.  The buses, if anybody rides them, can use them just like -- just like people at HEB or -
- and all in the neighborhood they can use the access roads to get on the freeway or they can just 
take the Stone Oak turnaround to get into their Park and Ride.  But it's a waste of money to put that 
kind of money into special overpasses for VIA. Starting north of Stone Oak, it appears that the plan 
takes two existing main lanes running north and south and converts those totally to toll roads.  That's 
against the law.  The state or any subdivision of the state, like the RMA, they can't -- they can't 
convert existing main lanes into toll lanes.  You can't just say, Well, we're taking the main lanes now 
and removing them over to the side and we're going to put toll lanes where the main lanes are.  
That's -- that's fraudulent speaking.  You can't -- you can't do that.  All the lanes that are -- that are 
free now should remain free.  In fact, they say the reason that they have to do the three toll lanes 
north of Stone Oak is they don't have any money.  And that's an old cliché that TxDOT uses when 
they want to accomplish a toll road. San Antonio district, district 15 -- 23 and 13 counties, whatever 
they are, has been shorted about $1.2 billion since 2008 for maintenance and new construction.  This 
is unacceptable.  I mean, we should be getting the money back that we're putting into the state so 
we can build our roads that are free for everyone. Unfortunately, everyone in San Antonio is not 
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80, Continued. really wealthy.  It takes someone with a lot of money to be able to afford a toll road even 
occasionally or every day because they're so expensive.  $3.50 a gallon, that's $15 a gallon on top of 
what we're already paying for gasoline, which is today, was 236 cents per gallon.  So the -- the idea 
here is that we should take the money that we're already paying, get that money back and use a 
portion of that $1.2 billion to build this freeway totally non-tolled. The RMA, which has taken over 
this project, is actually a duplication of duties.  We already have TxDOT.   We're paying millions and 
billions of dollars into the state treasury to fund the TxDOT agency and their responsibility is to build 
and maintain the state road system.  So when TxDOT doesn't do the road system and they turn it 
over to the second bureaucracy like the RMA, that a duplication of effort and a waste of money.  
TxDOT should be doing this project.  The RMA should be dissolved and TxDOT should do the job that 
they're supposed to be doing for the people, the people of this state. One little commend about this -
- this federal environmental study process.  This is an open house tonight.  There were many, many, 
many consultants at each of the tables along with experts with the RMA, the county, TxDOT, if it was 
here, and this is like a push pole on the telephone.  They're all pushing for the project that they're 
presenting, which is the toll project. This process would be better and more open if this was a legal 
open forum-type process where you had an open mic. and the citizens could ask questions to these 
experts and everyone could hear their answer and then the citizens can make suggestions where 
everybody hears.  This is a more open process and I even question if this -- this open house-type 
process is even -- is even legal.  Because you don't get any kind of exchange, you just get a push.  You 
just get a push from the people that are pushing the toll project and, obviously, I don't think that's 
good for this community because it's just a double tax.  We're already paying our taxes already to do 
this process and we shouldn't have to pay again to do a toll road.  That's all I can think of right now. 

Court 
Reporter 
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81 I'd like to state for the record that I believe that the citizens of this city, county, metropolitan citizens 
of this area, when questioned about toll roads, universally reject them.  I think it's the -- the direct 
result of employing the metropolitan planning organization staffed with people that are non-elected 
to vote on toll issues is a mistake.  It's a historical mistake.  The Alamo Regional -- the RMA is also 
staffed by people that also don't make a living unless they toll the road.  They have been wished into 
existence and funded through public funding to, basically, formulate a policy that is anti-public where 
the citizen is going to be taxed to drive on a road that's built with tax money in perpetuity. I have a 
specific problem with the -- the formulation of the U.S. 281 EIS as far as comments are concerned 
because I believe that under the law transportation -- Transportation Code Section 201-811, there's a 
requirement for all participants to make comments and affect the outcome of the -- the final -- the 
final options has been subverted as pro-toll. I believe that many of the comments that are collected 
are made by people that have a direct involvement in making toll roads, designing toll roads, 
promoting toll roads and I don't think that the RMA has made a sufficient effort,  positive legal effort, 
to follow the law in determining whether individuals that are testifying and make comments, do 
business with the department, may benefit monetarily from the project or is an employee of the -- or 
has a vested interest in seeing that the toll road is completed.  I also believe that the RMA has 
decided that the only options that are going to be put forward on this final EIS are going to be toll or 
no build.  That's a prediction because that's all that we've seen out here.  There's no demonstration 
of a free road.  It's all toll road. 

Court 
Reporter 

3, 12, 22 

82 I'm a proponent of efficient and effective transportation and I support the San Antonio Chamber's 
position which encourages the Federal Highway Administration, the Texas Department of 
transportation and the Alamo Regional Mobility Authority to move forward with the draft preferred 
alternative in an effort to provide much needed congestion relief to motorists.  Thank you very 
much. 

Court 
Reporter 

Comment noted and 
considered. 

83 So I have been to multiple open houses before and stated the same thing that I'm going to tell you, is 
that all we need is overpasses because at peak times, yes, we have traffic problems.  Non-peak times, 
there's no toll road needed because there's not a big traffic jam. So in the non-peak times, no toll 
roads are needed and the overpasses would solve the traffic problem in the peak times.  Just like 
they had funded 15 or 20 years ago, there was money set aside for overpasses and then that money 
was used by TxDOT for something else or by the state.  So that would be the very simplest solution, 
to put in overpasses where the lights are and then it would be much cheaper than tolling. And I also 
want to go on record as being very opposed to funding something that if people don't use it, which 
they're going to avoid it, then we have to buy it back and that's just -- There's no guarantee this is 
going to make money because people will not use it for the high amounts of money that it will cost 
them on a daily basis.  Thank you. 

Court 
Reporter 

14, 15 
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84 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

I am a resident of Bexar County.  I'm not from Texas, but my husband and I have lived here for 25 
years.  For at 12 of those years, I have lived off of Borgfeld on Bonn Mountain.  And I'm retired.  I 
don't have children that attend the local schools.  I don't have to commute.  I can wait, go at 
different times, go on different roads, but I am very concerned about the planning and the 
engineering, some of the routes that I'm seeing, that I'm reading about, seeing on the website, says -
- and seeing now at this exhibit, I guess.  So I deliberately came to talk to planners and engineers and 
they encouraged me to come and make my statement to the court reporter. Okay.  One of my main 
concerns is that on 281 north, near the north end of this project, Borgfeld and 281, just north of that, 
there is a bridge across Cibolo Creek and the creek is the county line.  And when I look at the plans of 
this proposed highway, I see that the lanes are narrowed and that there is some kind of intersection, 
whether it's an overpass or not, and people can choose to go on Borgfeld when they're driving, they 
can choose to go across the bridge and stay on 281, but 281 will have been narrowed down to the -- 
apparently, the current width and number of lanes across the bridge across Cibolo Creek. So, what 
I'm considering is that people will be traveling up 281 at the higher rate of speed, whether they're 
paying -- Let's assume they're paying tolls, it's more open, they want to go fast, they want to get 
home, they're going farther north of Cibolo and they will not want to be slowed down, they won't 
want to wait in the long line to get across the bridge at Cibolo, so they'll go west on Borgfeld and 
they may take the first right turn on Bulverde, which goes a little way north and then goes to Cibolo 
Creek.  There is no bridge.  It goes down into the creek bed. It's a little two-lane road and then it goes 
up and if you keep continuing on, you can reach a road that will take you to 281.  If they decide after 
a while, Oh, this isn't working well, and they decide to continue west on Borgfeld until they reach 
Blanco and they then go north on Blanco.   The same problem.  It narrows down to a little two-lane 
road, goes down into the creek bed of the Cibolo Creek, no bridge, and back up. So I realize that it's 
the county that's in charge of that, but I think, really, that everybody needs to deal with this.  They 
need bridges on Blanco as it crosses Cibolo Creek, they need bridges on Bulverde Road as it crosses 
Cibolo Creek.  I think it's really unacceptable to have a wide highway narrowing down to just a few 
lanes across the Cibolo Creek bridge on 281.  I think that is very poor planning.  And I realize that 
people would have to negotiate with Comal County. A number of planners have said, Well, we don't 
have enough money.  You have enough money to create a lot of lanes that you narrow down to 
nothing, two lanes on each side maybe, so I just think it needs better planning.  Use some of the 
money to widen the bridge, negotiate with Comal County. My concern is that drivers -- the mindset 
of the drivers is that they'll want to go fast and then they end up with this big backup at Borgfeld just 
south of the Cibolo Creek bridge on 281.  As I am saying that it would be worse to create this 
highway?  Yes.  If you leave it as is, people will now that it's going to be slow and they go slowly, they 
won't be expecting to go quickly.  When you have drivers who can go quickly for a long distance and 
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84, Continued. then they have to slow down and there's a bottleneck, they become very frustrated, they become 
very dangerous drivers.  There are new schools on Borgfeld that'll be going onto Borgfeld looking for 
other ways to get across Cibolo Creek.  So they just need to plan differently. I'm sure that lots of folks 
have stopped to give their comments about tolls versus no tolls.  What I'm reminded of when I think 
of this part of the problem is that the new Highway 139 that goes to Austin that was a toll road.  Toll 
road you can go at a much faster speed than if they're on 35.     Everyone I've spoken to for a month 
has said that the road is virtually empty.  So that toll road idea did not work. People know I-35 is very 
dangerous.  You really don't want to drive on that, which is part of the reason that more people are 
going on 281.  So they need to think of something else, some other way to accommodate traffic and 
to have your drivers going through with a good mindset.  Not going fast and then piling up. On 
Blanco, Blanco Road, from 1604 north on Blanco, they widened that, improved that, but then they 
narrowed it down and you can see the same frustration in the drivers because there's almost 
nowhere to go and they start getting agitated and they don't drive very well.  So let's rethink this.  
Thank you for giving me a chance to speak. 

Court 
Reporter 

Comment 84, Continued. 

85 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

My biggest concern is -- well, not my biggest concern.  But my concern is the entrance to the toll 
road coming across the county line from Comal County.  They're basically, designing a situation 
where they're guaranteeing accidents.  People are going to be forced onto a toll road, not realizing it 
till the last minute and then, of course, they're going to try to get off, which means that they're going 
to force other people or hit other people with their vehicles. The other concern I have is they have 
offered free lanes in the lower part of toll road project, except they have expanded the toll road up 
at the north end and, basically they've taken away my free highway space and given me an access 
road.  So as a state taxpayer, they're taking what I've already paid for, that the city and the RMA did 
not pay for.  They're taking that away from me and giving me two really bad access roads.  I don't get 
to a free highway till I get inside Stone Oak and I think that's -- basically, that's cheating me, as a state 
taxpayer and what I've already contributed. Much of what they -- they put on the brochure that was 
handed out, the yellow one, Can you afford to pay 50 cents a mile to get to work?  Much of what 
they say here I agree with.  They're creating bottlenecks.  They've got a hospital that you can't get to.  
You have to know when to get off way before or you go pas it and have to get off and try to come 
back to it.  To my way of thinking, it's an emergency hospital and it's not easily accessible.  Real 
problem there. The non-toll options north of Stone Oak are nonexistent.  Giving us a controlled 
access road is not giving me a highway that I paid for.  Prices are ridiculous.  I've driven on toll roads.  
The best one is in Richmond.  I drove the entire length of it all over the City of Richmond; cost me a 
dollar and a half.  They're talking about, basically, from the county line into 1604, about 12 and half 
miles, and that's going to cost us $8.  That $16 a day.  That's not chump change.  That's ridiculous.  If 
that's what it costs for us to do this, surely we can build something cheaper out of the tax monies 
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85, Continued. that we've already provided to them, if they would use them wisely. I'm also concerned the fact that 
-- that they are just making this a traffic nightmare.  Much like other toll roads in Texas, they won't 
be used, which will just increase the traffic on the secondary roads and just get worse and will 
continue to have problems.  This is not a solution. My other concern is that virtually every contract in 
this country that involves toll roads has been built by a foreign company, maybe through a U.S. 
subsidiary, but they're two main firms and they're the ones who keep winning the bids and they have 
in their contracts.  If we don't make money, you have to bail us out.  That's already happened twice 
that I know of in the United States where states had to buy the toll road.  So, again, Oh, it’s a great 
system.  We're still going to end up paying way more money for it because it's already built and now 
we're going to have to be taken from the north side of San Antonio and spread out throughout the 
area to build more toll roads I also have objection to and I think that's wrong.  It's an improper use of 
our money.  I think that covers it. 

Court reporter Comment 85, Continued. 

86 I live here in San Antonio.  My concern is that there's only one exit between Evans Road and 1604 
and the exit is right before Encino Rio Boulevard.  It seems to me that traffic is going to -- at that 
light, is going to back up because most of the traffic is exiting towards Evans Road and Stone Oak 
Boulevard and Evans Road.  And so the people who are going to the east are going to cut through the 
neighborhood of Encino Rio. Encino Rio already has too much traffic, but in order to beat the corner 
at Evans Road and 281, they're going to be dumped into Encino Rio, cut across the neighborhood.  
There are two school zones on that street.  There's already too much traffic on that street as it is now 
and they're going to be forcing the traffic onto Encino Rio just to avoid the corner of Evans and 281.  
That is going to be a problem. It's going to impact the environment, the neighborhood environment, 
with all the additional traffic and the safety of the citizens and the school children, especially, on that 
road.  And it's going to add congestion to the corner of Evans Road and Encino Rio where the 
stoplight is and it's going to cause additional congestion there.  I'd like to see an additional exit to 
solve this problem between Encino Rio and Evans Road.  That's it. 

Court 
Reporter 

11, 17 

87 I just wanted to say that I'm very, very pleased to see that Highway 281 is finally going to happen.  
I'm in favor of it.  I think everything TxDOT is doing is just phenomenal, couldn't happen fast enough 
and I'm really hoping to see it go to construction as quickly as possible.  I have nothing but positive 
things to say for this project.   

Court 
Reporter 

9 
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88 I've come to every meeting about 281 toll roads that they've ever held for years and it's been so 
frustrating to see the lack of concern, the lack of -- of addressing, even acknowledging our existence 
from the powers that be from the -- the voting RMA people and the people that are deciding to have 
toll roads.  They never talk to us.  They never tell us why they're voting for it.  They ignore us.  We 
make comments, we write comments, we go through the channels and we've never received a 
person that would talk to us and tell us why.  That really makes me think that money is involved 
because the people that are voting on it don't seem to live here.  It seems to be the people that don't 
live here that are ignoring the majority, you know, what we want. But one -- another concern that I 
have is that currently the speed on 281, with the stoplights, is, like, 60 to 65 m depending on where 
you're at; and on the new design, it looks like they're going to slow us down to 45 when you're on 
the access roads that still have the stoplights like they currently do.  And so I'm wondering why 
they're slowing us down on the access roads instead of letting us go like we are now. 

Court 
Reporter 

3, 12, 19 

89 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The thing I would like to say is that I am a graduate from the Urban and Regional Master's program at 
Texas A & M and I'm also -- I have a bachelor's in landscape architecture.  So I went to the College of 
Architecture and the College of Planning is in the College of Architecture.  So I have studied these 
things.  I know how to do architecture, engineering, and planning and my biggest concern over this is 
this will not work.  And I say that because, like I say, I know traffic engineering and this system is a 
total waste of money and I would like to put a footnote on the fact is that, you know, that I don't 
think this should be built.  Well, the amount of money that's been spent on the super street and 
trying to fix 281 currently is a waste of money.  This is 40 to 50 times the amount of waste of money. 
The super street, if they have data that says that this traffic has speeded up because of the super 
street, the only reason why that would be true is that the lights have to be timed to make a super 
street work.  You have three times the number of traffic lights, stoplights on the super street than 
what was there already and so it has to -- you have to go through there when the traffic is light to be 
able to make it through those lights.  And by the way, timing lights is 50 years old.  They did that 50 
years ago mechanically and they should have and could have timed those lights and done the same 
thing as what the super streets are doing. So that one thing. The second thing is as that when they 
decided to -- well, the super street was put there to try to mitigate what happened because it 
canceled the overpasses.  Well, the overpasses cost about the same amount of -- The super street 
was something like $8 million.  They could have built an overpass for that and, of course, they have 
$50 million for five overpasses.  That would have made it so the traffic could go through there 
unhindered and then they could have taken and built the frontage roads after that. And so in '95, the 
overpasses would have been done by '97 and it would take two to three years to put the -- the 
frontage roads there.  There was another $112 million that was budgeted to build those frontage 
roads.  That means that -- I put that on their -- five to seven years ago that freeway would have been 
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89, Continued. there already. Now, I went out there several years ago and I took an engineering tape, went out 
there and took a man with me and I went out there and measured the 281 freeway.  The frontage 
roads.  And I took it home and I drew a master plan for the 281 freeway, pro bono.  Nobody paid me 
to do that.  And my master plan goes all the way to Dallas.  That would have made the 281 freeway 
the western side of the San Antonio-Austin-Dallas-Fort Worth corridor.  That would have made the 
western side of it. The eastern side of it would have been Interstate 35.  They keep adding lanes to 
35 but that doesn't solve it because the Austin bottleneck is still there.  The 281 freeway would have 
solved that because the trucks could have gone on that and the people that are going all the way 
through Dallas would have been on the 281 freeway and the freeway's length I measured it exactly 
the same mileage going up 281 as up 35.  And so that would have completely solved the congestion 
on 35 and then they could -- they could -- instead of putting the money into 35, it would have been 
put into 281. Now, north of Johnson City, 281 is already a four-lane road.  And so all the way to 
Burnet, it was already there.  And so they would be complementing and building on what's already 
there.  That would have done it and this whole thing would have been totally unnecessary because 
that road would be there already and it would have been there, like I saw, five to seven years ago 
and about half to a third of the cost.  And I am astonished at the fact that they are doing this study 
and still doing it and can't see to get their mind together on what to do about this and I would love to 
be able to sit down and show them the pattern of what would solve this. I am writing a book on the 
growth patterns of Texas.  I know the regional growth patterns for San Antonio, for Austin, for Dallas-
Ft Worth, for Houston.  That's another story.  That's not even in this corridor.  But I could tell you 
where the pressure is and where it could be relieved and I could tell them and tell the people how to 
solve these problems.  And like I saw, it's not solved by what's going on now because when you have 
traffic congestion, say, in the rush-hour time in the morning and the evening, these lights down here 
will not get the people through it.   The overpasses would have solved that problem.  And then the 
frontage road would have turned this into a full-service freeway. And that doesn't say the whole 
thing on there, but that does say that I have the solution to this and, like I say, I am 40 years 
experienced as an urban regional planner.  I'm retired now.  That only means I don't work for a 
government agency now.  I still do consulting.  I still do research.  I do writing.  I could write 
everything needed to do this.  And I wish somebody would listen because the people around here 
don't want this anyway.  I know that.  But I have the solution to this and if they would just look into 
that and this whole Central Texas corridor would be completely relieved of the congestion. 

Court 
Reporter 
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90 On behalf of the VIA Metropolitan Transit Board of Trustees, and the Advanced Transportation 
District (ATD) Board of Trustees, we support the draft US 281 Preferred Alternative improvements 
between Loop 1604 and Borgfeld Drive that will reduce congestion, enhance air quality, and improve 
safety. The VIA and ATD Boards support the transit priority managed lane concept with the general 
purpose, non-toll main lanes, with overpasses and continuous frontage roads between Loop 1604 
and Stone Oak Parkway as the preferred option. The ATD Board of Trustees passed Resolution 6-22-
12-01 related to the use of ATD funds to assist with the improvements on US 281 from Loop 1604 to 
Stone Oak Parkway. I have attached that resolution; note the four important conditions that the ATD 
Board included in agreeing to fund the project. These conditions include TxDOT constructing Transit 
Priority Lane(s) and a direct connection between the Transit Priority Lane(s) and a future VIA transit 
facility at US 281 and Stone Oak Parkway. Also, funding is contingent upon the operating of the 
Transit Priority Lane(s) by an appropriate entity agreed upon by the ATD. VIA has already received a 
Categorical Exclusion (CE) by the Federal Transit Authority (FTA) for the proposed Park and Ride 
Facility at US 281 and Stone Oak Parkway, in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) of 1969. We have purchased all the property required for the full build-out of the facility and 
are beginning detailed design.  

Email Comment noted and 
considered. 

91 On behalf of the San Antonio Chamber of Commerce and its nearly 2,000 business members 
advocating for a stronger community by propelling business success, we are writing to express our 
support for the construction of added capacity improvements along the US 281 corridor from Loop 
1604 north to the County Line as part of system-wide plans to address rising congestion levels in the 
greater San Antonio region. As you know, transportation planning decisions affect economic 
development and our community's population and traffic volumes continue to grow at a rapid rate, 
especially along the US 281 corridor. According to an analysis conducted by the Alamo Area 
Metropolitan Planning Organization, the number of residents living in census tracts adjacent to the 
portion of the US 281 that is being studied will reach 142,240 by 2035. While the recent completion 
of Super Street improvements within the corridor have slightly eased congestion for the near term, 
failure to add additional capacity will yield unacceptable levels of congestion and delays for 
motorists. With more than a decade of study and several environmental processes on US 281, our 
Chamber encourages the Federal Highway Administration, the Texas Department of Transportation, 
and Alamo Regional Mobility Authority officials to move forward with the Draft Preferred Alternative 
in an effort to provide much needed congestion relief to motorists.  

Email 25 

92 I am unable to find the US 281 Draft Preferred Alternative from the "411onn281" web page 
(http://411on281.com/us281eis/).   Can you provide a link to that web page/site? 

Email 24  
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93 I have been reading up on the website which is very helpful and clear. I have a few questions in 
regards to the project. I saw that it said that there would be 4 public meetings and 1 public hearing. I 
saw that there was already a public hearing so what is this next meeting coming up? What is a rough 
timeline for environmental clearance, FONSI, ROW acquisition, letting, and is the project funded? I 
would assume so because it was started years ago. I will be out of town on Thursday. I see that 
TXDOT already owns some of the property in the corridor? I thought that they could not purchase 
property until after the environmental process?  What is Mr. Chavez's number to reach him? 

Email Specific Response 
See Section 5.2 

94 Shame on you for supporting this despicable agenda to push toll roads for 281 and H 10. Interesting 
how "Chico" made sure no toll roads would be in HIS district. Well, we don't want to pay for the 
roads to be built toll-free in HIS district.  And anything else this county or city wants in the future to 
so-called improve SA or the county that will involve any kind of a tax increase, I will always vote 
against in the future.  As far as I'm concerned, this is war between inner SA/county and the 
Northside.  We don't want toll roads. Scrap them. Scrap streetcars no one wants and restore the 
money that was intended for 281 and H 10.  For a change, do something for the people. 

Email 3 

95 Unfortunately, I won’t be able to attend the meeting on 5-8. Where can I see the actual plans? The 
link your website shows a very small, illegible copy of the plan.  I would love to see the details of 
what you have planned. I do oppose ANY form of tolling of 281, regardless how it is called or labeled 
as.  Give us overpasses and stop the games. 

Email 3, 14, 24 

96 I am having trouble with the math – We (as a community) have $280M to spend on a streetcar 
system that will support a ridership of 5000 people per day. But we don’t have $300M to expand 
281N that supports more than 110,000 cars a day (and we need to set up toll roads). I would love a 
street car system downtown; and I don’t like the massive expansion north.... but Wow! Something is 
really wrong. Our funding priorities are out of whack and you guys need to intercede with some 
common sense.  

Email 3 

97 Hi, I was at the open house at the Christian Summit Center on May 8
th

 and I was curious if the 
slideshow you had playing at the event is available anywhere online? I found some pictures that 
roughly show the same thing if you open them up individually, but nothing like you had there. Can 
you tell me where to look or email it to me if it isn’t posted somewhere?  

Email 24 
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98 I would like to express my support for the 281 Toll Road project.  We need to implement a solid plan 
for traffic management and Toll Roads benefit everyone!  If you don’t want to use the toll road – 
then don’t!  But for those of us that are willing to pay for the less traffic option – then that will lessen 
the traffic on the other roads and make their travel lighter.  I see Toll Roads as my way of paying for 
an additional benefit that I want – as many other people also want – that benefits the ones who 
don’t want to pay for it!  Please do not listen to the people who are stuck in their old ways with old 
ideas.  We need to be a progressive city to attract progressive companies!  San Antonio is the 7th 
largest City in the US but is held hostage by uninformed fatalist people who are not open to change!  

Email Comment noted and 
considered. 

99 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Please accept these comments on behalf of the Greater Edwards Aquifer Alliance and its fifty-one 
member organizations. 1. The assumption in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) that 
there is not a water demand, supply or drought issue (p. 5-3, lines 14-25) is seriously flawed. The 
availability of adequate water supply for all of San Antonio is a matter of serious concern and is 
negatively impacted by this project. During an indirect impact workshop held in the preparation for 
DEIS, “concern over water quality and availability was a major concern for participants…” (p. 4-95 
lines 19-20) Either the lack of water will reduce the projected growth in the area of influence (and 
hence, the need for additional road capacity), the expanded consumption of municipal water will 
cause increased restrictions for all SAWS consumers regardless of location, or the expanded 
consumption of municipal water will require the acquisition of expensive new water supplies. From 
the April 28, 2014, Wall Street Journal “Boom Time in Texas: Jobs, Traffic, Water Worries: As 
Economy Prospers, State Copes with Crowded Highways, Strained Water Supplies” 
http://online.wsj.com/news/articles/SB10001424052702304572204579501532328227544, 2. On p. 
5-3, lines 23-25, the EIS states that variation in the water supply assumptions associated with climate 
change are discussed in section 5.3.4 There is no such discussion in section 5.3.4 (pp. 5-40 to 5-48). 
From the May 5, 2014 Texas Climate News (TCN): http://texasclimatenews.org/wp/?p=9225. The 
American Southwest “already has significant increase in drought events, and currently what we call a 
‘drought’ is expected to become norm (high agreement among climate models) and this will be 
surpassed by the occasional ‘mega-drought,’” Parmesan wrote in emailed comments for TCN. From 
the WOAI website, May 6, 2014, “Hotter, Dryer Texas Predicted Due to Climate Change”, 
http://www.woai.com/articles/woai-local-news-sponsored-by-five-star-cleaners-119078/hotter-
dryer-texas-predicted-due-to-12322131/ “Diminishing water supplies and rapid population growth 
are critical issue in Texas,” the report says. “Because reservoirs are limited and have high 
evaporation rates, San Antonio has turned to the Edward Aquifer as a major source of groundwater 
storage.” 3. While it is simpler to view this as purely a transportation project, it is, in fact a land 
development project with significant impacts on water quality and consumption. The DEIS report 
itself states that the impact of the road project on land development would have a negative impact 
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99, Continued. on ground water quality (p.3-156, line 18-21). Since neither the Federal Highway Administration, 
TxDOT, nor the Alamo RMA have any control over the amount, type, and quality of anticipated 
development, the road project will certainly cause deterioration in quality of the ground water. 
There is a very general discussion of a possible means to mitigate this impact (p.4-95, line 27ff), but it 
is not clear who is responsible for addressing this issue, how these activities would be paid for, and 
how such activities would be integrated into the road project. 4. According to the EIS, the only 
portion of the existing roadway from Loop 1604 to Borgfeld Road that meets current TCEQ Water 
Pollution Abatement Plan standards is the newly constructed Super Street portion. (p.3-155, lines 42-
46) Other than the Super Street section, highway runoff is not treated before entering streams and 
karst features that recharge the Edwards Aquifer. (p156, lines 15-17) The report does not explain 
why portions of the existing roadway do not meet these requirements. However, the report goes on 
to say that, if the proposed project follows TCEQ requirements, then the proposed project would 
increase contaminant removal. (p. 156, lines 10-12) Regardless of when or what is built in this 
corridor, the contamination from the existed road should be stopped as soon as possible. 5. The 
design of any project over the recharge zone should incorporate features to minimize the impact of 
the project on the quality and quantity of water recharging the aquifer. These features should 
include a. Minimum use of impervious cover b. Porous asphalt layer over concrete road surfaces c. 
Maximum use of “green infrastructure” to reduce the environmental impact of the project, such as 
“low impact development” d. Minimizing on/off ramps, lane drops, driveways and other features 
which would increase the likelihood of a motor vehicle accident and attendant toxic spill e. A specific 
system to prevent a major toxic spill from entering the aquifer. f. A specific plan to control the quality 
and quantity of recharge from induced land development. 

Email, Letter 
 

Comment 99, Continued. 

100 The current toll plan does not meet the needs of this congested area. Adding toll lanes and reducing 
non toll lanes will only make our commute problems worse and create more safety issues. 
COMPLETE THE NON-TOLL EXPRESSWAY! 

Email 17 

101 I am a resident of Summerglen, a neighborhood just west of 281 South at the Summerglen 
Way intersection. The purpose of my email is to express my support for the non-toll expressway 
option for 281; and opposition to the draft EIS/hybrid toll-transit-HOV proposal. Again - I support the 
streamlined expressway design with no tolls or HOV lanes.  

Email Comment noted and 
considered. 

102 Can you tell me what the plan is for the Sonterra Ranch road and its access to the new 281 toll road 
as proposed?  I cannot tell what is going to happen on any of your diagrams.  Wilderness Oak and 
Overlook are well described, but not the Sonterra Verde rood (and Mountain Lodge).   

Email Specific Response 
See Section 5.2 

103 I'm a resident in the North 281 area and STRONGLY in favor of the non-toll expressway option for 
281. 

Email Comment noted and 
considered. 
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104 Well Toll road advocates, I have come up with a brilliant idea. Let’s toll Broadway for all the cake 
eaters! That way you could make the people who live in north Bexar county & Comal county who 
have to use 281 hwy. to go to work happy! That way the haves & have nots will be taxed equally! 

Email Comment noted and 
considered. 

105 You should follow the 6P policy- Proper Planning Prevents Piss Poor PERFORMANCE! Email Comment noted and 
considered. 

106 I live north of Marshall Road on 281.  I do not want to see 281 become a toll road with huge 
expanded highway lanes. I have seen what it did to communities in Houston when I lived there and 
what it did in Dallas.  I want 281 to have one more lane on each side north of TPC parkway and that is 
all we need. I do not want it to look like Houston. I am opposed to the Toll Road.   

Email Comment noted and 
considered. 

107 I am in favor of the preferred alternative to the proposed Toll Road on 281.  I want the Complete 
Non-Toll Expressway Option for Hwy 281.  I live north of Marshall Road, and do not want to see a toll 
road here.  I don't want to pay to drive to work and I don't want to pay as a taxpayer. I don't want 
the hassle this will cause at the time of construction and afterward.   

Email 3 

108 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The Alamo Regional Mobility Authority’s (or RMA) preferred alternative does not meet the purpose 
and need of the project and fails to ‘fix’ congestion on Highway 281 outside Loop 1604 in Bexar 
County. The plan morphed from a completed, streamlined expressway design (upgrading the 
corridor adding two new lanes, needed overpasses, and access roads) to a hybrid toll-transit-HOV 
mix with fewer non-toll highway lanes than we drive on today toll-free — non-toll lanes that cease at 
Stone Oak Parkway. North of Stone Oak Pkwy., all four non-toll highway lanes we drive today toll-
free will be converted to toll lanes. The only non-toll option will be downgraded to access/frontage 
roads with slower speed limits and permanent stop lights, making those who cannot afford the tolls 
second class citizens on congested access roads in perpetuity. Today there are six non-toll highway 
lanes (three in each direction) from Sonterra Blvd. to Evans Road, where it goes down to five lanes. 
Then the existing freeway shrinks to four lanes (two lanes each direction) at Stone Oak Pkwy where it 
continues to the county line and beyond. Today, this section of US 281 does not have access or 
frontage roads. It’s a divided highway with stop lights at the crossovers. The posted speed limit is 60 
MPH. The RMA’s tollway design shrinks the non-toll highway lanes from six down to four (from Loop 
1604 to Stone Oak Pkwy.). That means two existing freeway lanes will be converted to toll ‘managed’ 
lanes, which is a double tax and violates both state and federal law. The RMA counts the new access 
roads as the replacement for the non-toll capacity. At Stone Oak Pkwy., all the non-toll freeway lanes 
end and US 281 becomes a six lane tollway creating a massive bottleneck as those who cannot or will 
not pay tolls make a mass exodus off the highway onto the access roads. The study done by Peter 
Swan for Penn State University in 2007 shows that this will happen. When a toll is placed on a road, 
now people change their behavior to avoid paying it and divert to a free option. Very few will have 
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108, Continued. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

the ability to pay tolls on a daily basis, especially to use a corridor they now use toll-free. So they’ll 
divert to a free option leaving the toll lanes largely underutilized displacing the congestion to the 
access roads. The preferred alternative will therefore NOT meet the capacity needs for the corridor. 
The gridlock we experience today will only become permanent. The preferred alternative was also 
hastily decided. The options originally studied were 1) a complete expressway with overpasses and 
access roads (either all highway lanes tolled or all highway lanes non-tolled) or 2) an elevated tolled 
expressway. Now it’s a hybrid toll mess (two highway lanes tolled and four non-toll freeway lanes 
next to it for 3 miles, then eventually all six highway lanes become tolled for 4 miles). They promised 
repeatedly that how it would ultimately be financed would not determine the final alternative. That’s 
no longer the case. There’s no complete non-toll option advancing for final approval by the Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA). It’s either the hybrid tollway or no build. The RMA misled everyone 
and betrayed the public trust. One of the biggest fatal flaws of the preferred alternative is that it 
counts the traffic on congested, stop-light ridden access roads in the total traffic count for the 
highway facility to make it appear it’s adequate to meet the purpose and need. This is deceptive and 
manipulates the numbers to make the project appear adequate when it’s not. The second fatal flaw 
is that is assumes that the traffic and growth of the corridor remain unchanged whether it’s tolled or 
non-tolled. It is a fact that when a roadway is tolled, people change their behavior and now seek to 
avoid paying it. The remaining non-toll main lanes, access roads, and other side streets will 
experience unacceptable levels of congestion for years to come, despite the $458 million in taxpayer 
dollars and/or loan guarantees. The benefits of a tolled option do NOT outweigh the cost. The high 
cost for Comal County residents, in particular, assumes those commuters will pay the tolls on a daily 
basis to get to their jobs if this project gets built as proposed. This is a flawed assumption. Residents 
will move or find alternatives to using 281, home values in the corridor will drop, and the anticipated 
growth will dry-up as people seek other corridors where they don’t have to pay tolls to get to work 
or to get around. In Grand Prairie, Texas, the Hwy 161 tollway has destroyed home values. Those 
with means got out, but those who remain have experienced higher crime rates as the new residents 
that have replaced them often rent, have lower incomes, experience less job stability, and the 
neighborhoods have seen a significant uptick in crime when crime was previously non-existent. This 
toll project could turn Stone Oak into a blighted area. The preferred alternative is also a 
discriminatory, targeted tax on those in the US 281 corridor, even more so for those that live north of 
Marshall Road since all of their currently toll-free highway main lanes will be tolled. These residents 
will have no non-toll expressway option. None. It’s already pitted the northern corridor against the 
southern corridor, neighbor against neighbor who got into arguments at the Open House May 8. 
Those that reside north of Marshall Road angry that they have no free expressway option while the 
southern residents do. Other flaws in the preferred alternative: 1) Drivers cannot access the toll lanes 
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108, Continued. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

from the 1604 interchange ramps? Anyone heading north on Hwy 281 from Loop 1604 will not be 
able to access the toll lanes even if they wanted to. The majority of the traffic in the 281 corridor is 
between Loop 1604 and Stone Oak Pkwy. Approximately 90,000 cars a day. If none of those travelers 
can access the toll lanes, who is this project helping? The volume of traffic diminishes after Stone 
Oak Pkwy. So all local traffic (those needing to exit somewhere between Loop 1604 and Stone Oak 
Pkwy.) will be scrunched into four non-toll lanes (two each direction) when today there are six (three 
each direction). Even with the new overpasses, there will be significant congestion on the non-toll 
main lanes. Now let’s travel in reverse. Anyone heading south on 281 cannot enter or exit the toll 
lanes between Stone Oak Pkwy. and Loop 1604. The only way to access the new northern 
interchange ramps onto Loop 1604 will be from the non-toll lanes. So, once again, all the traffic 
needing to travel on Loop 1604 will be squeezed into the four non-toll main lanes when today there 
are six. A significant number of travelers need to take Loop 1604 and do not continue heading south 
on 281 toward downtown. Again, who is this project helping? Not those who need to get on Loop 
1604. Not local traffic, nor local businesses. It’s designing permanent congestion in the corridor. The 
RMA stated in the Community Advisory Group meeting April 2 that the toll lanes are aimed at those 
traveling in from outside the county – in other words, Comal County. Comal County has had no 
representation on the MPO when the decision to toll was made, nor do they have representation on 
the RMA or Transportation Commission, yet they’re being targeted with a discriminatory, targeted 
tax without representation. The number of vehicles coming from Comal County are dwarfed by the 
numbers traveling within Bexar County, particularly in the section from Loop 1604 to Stone Oak 
Pkwy. Yet those travelers will have fewer non-toll freeway lanes than they have today and will not be 
able to access the toll lanes even if they wanted to. So the proposed tollway will make congestion in 
the corridor worse, not better. 2) Texas-sized bottleneck at Stone Oak Pkwy.? What the RMA 
proposes actually exacerbates the bottleneck at Stone Oak. The bottleneck happens at Stone Oak 
when the four non-toll freeway lanes end and all highway lanes north of Stone Oak become toll 
lanes, so anyone who cannot afford the toll lanes will have to exit en masse at Stone Oak. Since all 
the local neighborhoods south of Stone Oak cannot access the toll lanes even if they wanted to, it, 
too, will cause congestion on the four remaining non-toll main lanes (two each direction). The few 
who would be most likely to take the toll lanes all the way up to the county line (Comal County 
residents) will not be significant enough to diminish the congestion south of Stone Oak. The non-toll 
lanes will remain backed up as they are today due to the reduced capacity. Tolls will be as high as 50 
cents a mile? The published toll rate range is 17 cents a mile up to 50 cents a mile, which will average 
$2,000 in added toll taxes per commuter (and that’s if you only take one roundtrip 5 days a week), 
and closer to $4,000 per household. The toll rate isn’t even based on the cost of the project and 
retiring the debt, it’s using ‘congestion pricing’ that varies based on the level of congestion. It’s 
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punitive, runaway taxation in the hands of an unelected board - so it’s taxation without 
representation on top of double taxation. The RMA has already stated on the record that it plans to 
charge the tolls in perpetuity (MPO TPB Meeting, October 2009). The tolls will NEVER come off US 
281 once they tap into this new revenue stream. If a person doesn’t want big government to track 
every mile one drives with an electronic toll tag, they’ll pay 33-50% more to be billed by mail. If a 
person disputes any of the charges or fails to pay, the RMA can block your car registration. If a 
person fails to appear in court for alleged toll violations, a warrant for arrest can be issued. Tolling 
opens a Pandora’s box of one level of abusive government after another. It’s anti-liberty and doesn’t 
even solve the core congestion problem in the corridor. 4) Cost is inflated Via’s inefficient flyover 
ramp? The plan also includes an extravagant, exclusive Via transit lane and direct connect ramp ($56 
million is the last estimate available to the public) to its planned Park-N-Ride facility (at a cost of $15 
million in gas taxes) at the corner of Stone Oak Pkwy. and Hwy 281. The ramp will be elevated above 
the roadway and overpasses. It’s higher than a double deck, estimated to be up to 75 feet in the air 
(as tall as the southern direct connect interchange ramps at 1604). The Via exclusive transit lane and 
ramp can only be accessed in two places – just north of Evans Road near the mega HEB and just 
north of Stone Oak Pkwy. The lanes dump into the toll lanes in the center of 281 so the transit riders 
needing to travel to Loop 1604 can’t take the transit lanes. It’s designed for north-south travelers, 
geared toward downtown (when few residents in far north Bexar County commute all the way 
downtown). Anyone who has to travel to Loop 1604 cannot exit the Park-N-Ride using the ramp, 
those travelers are dumped onto Stone Oak Pkwy. Any buses needing to get to 1604 will be forced to 
take Stone Oak Pkwy. Making an already congested Stone Oak Pkwy even worse. Though buses do 
get a free ride on the toll lanes, access is so limited to local traffic that it’s hard to imagine who will 
use them. An estimated 1% of travelers use transit. Since the transit lane doesn’t even connect to 
1604, it doesn’t connect to all the major destinations and job centers along 1604 and I-10 (like USAA 
and the Medical Center), so it limits the universe of riders. Much of the 281 traffic heading south 
peels off to 1604. The more passengers/motorists excluded from accessing or making use of these 
lanes, the more the public benefit diminishes and the more the project fails to meet the purpose and 
need and becomes a colossal waste of money. Knowing that the toll road isn’t remotely financially 
viable (can’t pay for itself with just the toll payers), the RMA wants to use the taxpayers as their 
bailout plan and loan guarantor by seeking a State Infrastructure Bank loan or a federal TIFIA loan 
rather than bonds backed exclusively by tolls (that taxpayers aren’t responsible for repaying). Cost of 
everything you buy will go up Even if motorists never take the toll lanes, the cost of everything 
residents in the corridor purchase will go up because businesses will now be paying tolls to get their 
goods and services to market. So everybody will pay more. The money is there to fix 281 WITHOUT 
tolls The excuse to toll US 281 is that there’s not enough money. But the expansion and overpasses 
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108, Continued. were fully funded through 2008 when that tax money disappeared. Still today, the financing for the 
project is NOT backed by tolls. $228 million is non-toll tax money ($60 million is for the interchange 
ramps). The remaining $230 million will be a loan from TxDOT or the federal government (putting all 
taxpayers on the hook for the losses). Local lawmakers just doubled Bexar County registration fees. 
They’re already using half of it, $70 million, to build NON-toll lanes on 1604 (at a cost of roughly $20 
million/mile yet 281 supposedly costs $48 million/mile - something’s wrong with this picture). Taking 
the 1604 example, to fix 7.8 miles on 281 at $20 million/mile would cost $156 million - add in the $85 
million still needed for right of way & that’s $241 million, yet the RMA claims its $458 million. Why 
not spend the other $70 million in registration fees toward completing 281 without any tolls? Why 
not nix the exclusive Via ramp to shave cost (est. $56 million) or nix some of the extraneous 
overpasses? The answer is politics. Over $1 billion in non-toll road taxes have come through Bexar 
County since the first public meetings on the expansion of 281 in 2005 and it’s been spent it on 
everything BUT US 281. HOV gimmick? In order to get that free ride, a driver has to be an approved 
‘registered’ carpool vehicle with an active TollTag account, and it usually requires 3 or more people 
to be in your car (based on the policies we’ve seen in all other Texas cities). The fact that no policy 
has been adopted or announced deprives the public of the ability to evaluate and weigh alternatives 
prior to decisions being made as is required per NEPA. Just hopping into the HOV/toll lane to take 
relatives to the airport or to go to lunch with colleagues won’t count as a qualified HOV ‘free ride.’ 
Moms in minivans shuttling kids to soccer practice also won’t qualify unless you register in advance 
and meet the qualifications as a ‘registered, declared’ carpool vehicle. With so few able to access and 
use the HOV-transit-toll lanes, the public benefit is nearly imperceptible, especially for a $458 million 
price tag. 6) Super-overpass at Wilderness Oak and Overlook Parkway? To add to the bizarre design 
of this tollway, the RMA is going to do a continuous mega overpass over Wilderness Oak all the way 
to Overlook Parkway. Anytime a roadway goes elevated, the noise and dirt levels explode 
exponentially. So the adjacent neighborhoods will experience big boosts in road noise and dirt by the 
extended, elevated double overpass. Those with respiratory problems like asthma will be adversely 
impacted and quality of life and health for those adjacent to the roadway greatly diminished. 
Conclusion - Other managed lane projects in Virginia and Georgia have fallen flat and proven these 
flaws to be fatal to accomplishing congestion relief or even ‘managing’ congestion. A non-toll main 
lane carries more traffic than a toll lane, period. Providing adequate main lane expressway capacity is 
essential to meeting the purpose and need. This hybrid tollway is too complex, too inaccessible, 
poorly conceived, and a Texas-sized bad deal for taxpayers that won’t solve the traffic mess out 
there. We ask for the original alternative #1 - the at grade complete non-toll expressway option - to 
be reinstated and advance as the preferred alternative. 
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109 We don't want your scam cash machine toll road. Complete non-toll expressway as the preferred 
alternative. i can NOT and WILL not pay $8 per day to go to work AND pay $4 a gallon for gas as well. 
Can’t exit toll lanes until Stone Oak The RMA’s tollway design only allows drivers to enter/exit the 
middle toll lanes at Sonterra and Stone Oak. The majority of the traffic in the 281 corridor travels 
between those two points. If none of those travelers can enter/exit the toll lanes to get to their 
homes that squeezes a ton of drivers into fewer highway lanes than we have now. So all local traffic 
(between Loop 1604 and Stone Oak Pkwy.) will be scrunched into two non-toll highway lanes when 
today there are three (each direction). • No non-toll expressway option north of Stone Oak The four 
non-toll expressway lanes will disappear north of Stone Oak Pkwy. When all six expressway lanes will 
become toll lanes. All the lanes you drive on today for FREE will be converted to toll lanes - a massive 
DOUBLE TAX! Those who can’t afford tolls will be forced to exit to the frontage roads at Stone Oak 
Pkwy causing a major traffic back-up & permanent congestion for local residents. Can’t access Loop 
1604 or local neighborhoods from toll lanes Anyone headed from/to Hwy 281 from Loop 1604 will 
not be able to access the toll lanes even if they wanted to. The only way to access the new northern 
ramps to 1604 will be from the non-toll lanes. So, once again, all the traffic needing to travel on Loop 
1604 will NOT have the option of doing so from the toll lanes. They’ll be squeezed into four non-toll 
highway lanes when today there are six. A significant number of travelers need to take Loop 1604 
and do not continue heading south on 281 toward downtown. Tolls are cutting off access to needed 
routes. The ‘preferred alternative’ being promoted is designing permanent congestion in the 
corridor. • Tolls will be charged in perpetuity The Alamo Regional Mobility Authority (RMA) has 
stated on the record in 2009 that it plans to charge tolls on 281 in perpetuity. So this will be a 
PERMANENT NEW TAX on driving. Cost of everything you buy will go up Even if you never take the 
toll lanes, the cost of everything you buy will go up because businesses will now be paying tolls to get 
their goods and services to market. So everybody will pay more. • Tolls displace traffic onto 
neighborhood streets People try to avoid paying tolls, so they find alternate routes to bypass the toll 
lanes. Studies show tolls displace traffic onto surrounding neighborhood streets and increase 
accidents and congestion on local streets. 

Email 1, 3, 5, 15, 17, 18 

110 281 need an expressway but it does not need tolls. It need direct access to 1604. Tolls would be a 
fiasco and would just continue the congestion on the access road with the rich using the toll portion. 
Please find another way to build the expressway without tolls. 

Email 3, 5, 18 
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111 I feel so strongly that we do NOT NOT want or need toll roads. If you count how MANY cars are on 
the road at any given time you can understand why we don't need toll roads. The tax money on 
gasoline is enough to pay for the much needed roads. You can even raise the amount of gasoline tax 
and it would probably be enough. Maybe y'all can get rid of some the jobs some people have in that 
area and contribute that money. I know that you can find another place for those people whose jobs 
you can eliminate.  You are in many ways discriminating. Yes, why? It is because many people that 
have, for instance, work as waiters and waitresses cannot afford the toll road costs.  Aside from that 
too many people think that if you live on the "north" side you are rich. They don't realize that those 
people have to "rob Peter to pay Paul" most all of the time. So, therefore put me down as a "NO" 
way Jose for toll roads.  

Email 2, 3 

112 We want the complete non-toll expressway as the preferred alternative. My husband and I drive 281 
everyday, 25 miles each way.  We know exactly the places where traffic will back up.  It is where 
there should be overpasses, where they were planned, before the money magically disappeared. The 
short sightedness of the City and the state of Texas should not result in another tax foisted upon 
people who have faithfully paid their taxes for years assuming that our government was handling 
money (i.e. the highway gas tax) responsibly. I have been paying a gas tax- it seems forever, and that 
was supposed to keep our roads in a good current state. A toll is a tax. The difference is, it does 
nothing for Texans and unfortunately, it too will be siphoned off by some greedy entity (in this case a 
foreign company). Hwy 281 was many years ago designated as "Veterans Memorial Highway".  It has 
always been a well taken care of route to the Hill Country. I have rode or driven on this highway since 
I was 3 years old. I am 62. Since the 70's the one thing I have seen impeding traffic is government 
incompetence.  It isn't the cars on the road; it's the horrible management of the highway system 
itself and the funds that were supposed to go to maintaining highways.   It is a sad commentary that 
a highway with such an important designation is reflecting chaos and stupidity. Tolls are not the 
answer, and I think anyone who is deluding themselves by thinking that another tax will solve the 
problem has only to look at the "smart street" idea, and see how much was spent on that, and what 
little it did to relieve traffic, yet millions were still spent, guaranteeing "relief". Texas Department of 
Transportation is just another example of government wastefulness, and the Regional Mobile 
Authority is allowing it to continue by endorsing the toll solution.  Millions spent on Roadside parks 
throughout Texas, but what about the roads passing in front of them. Please consider the free, non-
toll expressway as a viable alternative to more wasteful government spending. 

Email 3, 14, 25 

113 I have paid enough already by paying gasoline taxes since 1995 when I moved to Bulverde. I am a 
teacher and cannot afford $8 /day. Please install the only fair option.  A free way!!!! 

Email 2, 3 
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114 I am writing to express my total rejection of your managed road project plan for 281. There are many 
significant flaws in your design, but the major objection I have is the high cost to ride the managed 
roads and the impact this will have on our low wage earning and minority workers.  I realize that 
there will be free frontage roads, but using these will require significant greater commute time.  If 
this were not true, the whole project becomes suspect.  There are many appropriate ways to 
improve the traffic flow on 281 that can be accomplished without toll roads.  Plans were made years 
ago and the money was allocated, but the highway department diverted the funds to other projects 
leaving the users of 281 now expected to pay for that example of government mismanagement of 
funds.  As the former Mayor of Bulverde, I talk to hundreds of people who use the 281 route to 
commute to and from work in San Antonio.  The vast majority of our people do not want the 
managed road project to continue.  Tolling of our roads is just another form of taxation without the 
desire of the people.  Why has this issue never been presented to the people who are affected by 
this proposal in the form of a public vote?  I truly believe that if the issue were put on a ballot and 
voted on by the people who will be affected by this project, that the results would be a landslide 
NO.  The highway department must be aware of this anti-managed 281 plan sentiment.  I have 
attended several of your public meetings and have seen firsthand the opposition to this project.  It is 
too bad the management of the highway department does not need public support and election to 
the jobs they hold.  I can almost guarantee that if this was on a ballot, there would be a 100% change 
in the highway department leadership.  Your customers are extremely unhappy with your ideas and 
poor production.  

Email 2, 15 

115 Toll lanes are not the solution. Tolls are impractical, cumbersome and most of all ill-advised for 
solving costs, traffic, and will generate taxpayer outrage. 

Email 3 

116 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Tolls (Taxes) as high as 50 cents a mile! The published toll rate range is 17 cents a mile up to 50 cents 
a mile (varies based on congestion). Average cost $2,000-$4,000 a year. Big government will track 
every mile with electronic toll tag.  In addition tolls are the worst kind of taxes because they are taxes 
on taxes. • Can’t exit toll lanes until Stone Oak The RMA’s tollway design only allows drivers to 
enter/exit the middle toll lanes at Sonterra and Stone Oak. The majority of the traffic in the 281 
corridor travels between those two points. If none of those travelers can enter/exit the toll lanes to 
get to their homes that squeezes a ton of drivers into fewer highway lanes than we have now. So all 
local traffic (between Loop 1604 and Stone Oak Pkwy.) will be scrunched into two non-toll highway 
lanes when today there are three (each direction). • No non-toll expressway option north of Stone 
Oak The four non-toll expressway lanes will disappear north of Stone Oak Pkwy. When all six 
expressway lanes will become toll lanes. All the lanes you drive on today for FREE will be converted 
to toll lanes - a massive DOUBLE TAX! Those who can’t afford tolls will be forced to exit to the 
frontage roads at Stone Oak Pkwy causing a major traffic back-up & permanent congestion for local 
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116, Continued. residents. • Can’t access Loop 1604 or local neighborhoods from toll lanes Anyone headed from/to 
Hwy 281 from Loop 1604 will not be able to access the toll lanes even if they wanted to. The only 
way to access the new northern ramps to 1604 will be from the non-toll lanes. So, once again, all the 
traffic needing to travel on Loop 1604 will NOT have the option of doing so from the toll lanes. They’ll 
be squeezed into four non-toll highway lanes when today there are six. A significant number of 
travelers need to take Loop 1604 and do not continue heading south on 281 toward downtown. Tolls 
are cutting off access to needed routes. The ‘preferred alternative’ being promoted is designing 
permanent congestion in the corridor. •Tolls will be charged in perpetuity The Alamo Regional 
Mobility Authority (RMA) has stated on the record in 2009 that it plans to charge tolls on 281 in 
perpetuity. So this will be a PERMANENT NEW TAX on driving. • Cost of everything you buy will go up 
Even if you never take the toll lanes, the cost of everything you buy will go up because businesses 
will now be paying tolls to get their goods and services to market. So everybody will pay more. • Tolls 
displace traffic onto neighborhood streets People try to avoid paying tolls, so they find alternate 
routes to bypass the toll lanes. Studies show tolls displace traffic onto surrounding neighborhood 
streets and increase accidents and congestion on local streets 

Email 
 

Comment 116, Continued. 

117 I AVOID ANY Toll roads ANYWHERE in Texas. If I cannot get into San Antonio from the Hill Country 
without using a Toll Road, well, I won't go to San Antonio. I will do my Shopping ONLINE before I 
EVER use a Toll Road to get from point A to point B. 

Email Comment noted and 
considered. 

118 I am saddened and disgusted by TXDOT and the San Antonio area transportation departments and 
authorities.  Have you not heard what your constituents have said?  I have not met a single person in 
favor of, or even supporting the idea of a toll on an existing freeway.    The mismanagement of 
funding by TXDOT leaves one to assume there is a lining of political pockets as they are the only ones 
benefitting from the traffic snafu you are about to create.  I travel through Austin often and see the 
lack of use on the tolls there.  This will be the same in San Antonio.  If our only protest is to not use 
them, so be it.  It will be another revenue failure on the part of the government. 

Email 3, 12 

119 I am sending this message to inform you that I am totally against any toll roads in San Antonio and 
Hwy 281; folks cannot afford to pay the toll road and it is highly unfair for those who have to get to 
work or take kids to school.  I will personally inform my fellow US soldiers and their families as they 
also share our concerns over the proposed toll road. 

Email 2, 3 

120 We have told you time and time again. NO to toll roads. We've already paid for the roads once. Don't 
double tax us! Fix the mess you've made with the stupid "super street" on Hwy 281, and make 
overpasses over 281, as should have been done to begin with. Get rid of the gridlock by getting rid of 
stop lights. Toll roads won't do a thing for us! No Tolls!  No tolls! No tolls!  No tolls! 

Email 3, 14, 25 
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121 My preferred option is the complete non-toll expressway option. I’m also concerned that there are 
fund available to fix US 281 without tolls, and taxpayers must make up for any losses. 

Email 3 

122 I have never seen such visceral hatred toward a road project by those in charge (from Gov Perry, 
TxDOT and local powers that be) as I have seen these past eleven years towards those who want a 
"freeway" built north of Loop 1604 on 281. TXDOT briefed the freeway plan to Encino Park residents, 
the money was set aside for construction and then Gov. Perry and his TXDOT cohorts took over, 
along with the Bexar County haters of a freeway on 281. Today, we have a workable super street that 
is in danger of being turned into a morass if the proposed project is built. First point: who on God's 
green earth do the honchos at VIA think is going to ride south on 281 without any connection to Loop 
1604 and points west (medical center, especially)? I know of NO ONE and I mean NO ONE who I have 
met in living 30 years in Encino Park who has ever even MENTIONED needing a massive boondoggle 
of a VIA installation north of 1604 for themselves, their friends, or employees. VIA has lost their 
collective mind in proposing such a steaming pile of crap in this plan. Get rid of VIA's proposal 
completely (and getting rid of VIA and establishing a competent public transit system wouldn't be 
such a bad idea either!). Second point: the money is quite available to build a freeway if the HATERS 
of the complete non-toll expressway option would get out of the way. Build the complete non-toll 
expressway option as promised many years ago and take your HATE toward those of us living in the 
281 corridor and channel that hate towards something useful, such as devoting all of the Texas gas 
tax money to NON-TOLL roadways and their maintenance. Last point: What part of "NO!" don't you 
people understand? Oh, I'm sorry. I forgot. The powers that be cannot hear this citizen's "NO!" 
because their HATE fills up their mind and ears. May God have mercy on their souls. 

Email 3, 6,  12, 25 

123 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

I am opposed to ANY tolling, or the collection of fees for using a road (sometimes referred to as 
managed lanes) or converting ANY free roads or free highways in San Antonio, the state of Texas, or 
the USA to toll roads or managed lane roads.  My opposition is a result of many reasons but first and 
foremost is the fact that converting “free” roads to toll roads or roads that collect fees for their use 
(i.e., managed lanes) results in double taxation. They were first paid for and maintained with tax 
revenues and now will require fees collected for using and maintaining the road. I therefore want the 
“preferred alternative” (or option) in the Draft EIS, for the proposed Hwy 281 improvement, to be 
the COMPLETE NON-TOLL EXPRESSWAY OPTION. I am also opposed to the proposed plan because of 
the many flaws or concerns with the Draft Environmental document. I will highlight below some 
areas of concern. CONCERNS Tolls as high as 50 cents a mile The published toll rate range is 17 cents 
a mile up to 50 cents a mile (varies based on congestion).  And I might add that there is NO 
guarantee that the toll rate will not continue to rise.  Just look at the history of other toll roads 
around the country.  At the published rates, this can amount to an average cost of $2,000 $4,000 a 
year.  As a retired couple with a fixed income, this is unaffordable.  We’ve been told that we can 
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always use the “free” lanes.  So, the Regional Mobility Authority (RMA), the Metropolitan 
Organization (MPO), and the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) are basically telling us 
that a segment of the population will be discriminated against – effectively they will consider 
highway users to be two classes, those who can afford to use the high speed lanes and not use as 
much fuel and those who CAN’T afford to use the high speed lanes and must use the “free” lanes 
that have many traffic signals and therefore use more fuel – a class of the public that may already be 
burdened economically. I might add, a previous Chairperson (Bill Thornton) of the RMA told me in a 
public RMA meeting, when I informed him that I would not use the toll road because of the cost, that 
he would merely wave at me as he drove on the toll road as I drove on the “free” frontage road.  This 
speaks volumes about the concern public officials, such as those on the RMA, have for the average 
citizen. Can’t exit toll lanes until Stone Oak The RMA’s tollway design only allows drivers to enter/exit 
the middle toll lanes at Sonterra and Stone Oak.  The majority of the traffic in the 281 corridor travels 
between those two points.  If none of those travelers can enter/exit the toll lanes to get to their 
homes, which squeezes many drivers into fewer highway lanes than we have now. So all local traffic 
(between Loop 1604 and Stone Oak Pkwy.) will be crowded into two non-toll highway lanes when 
today there are three lanes in each direction. No non-toll expressway option north of Stone Oak The 
four non-toll expressway lanes will be eliminated north of Stone Oak Pkwy. When all six expressway 
lanes will become toll lanes.  All the lanes you drive on today for FREE will be converted to toll lanes - 
a massive DOUBLE TAX!  Those who can’t afford tolls will be forced to exit to the frontage roads at 
Stone Oak Pkwy causing a major traffic back-up and permanent congestion for local residents. Can’t 
access Loop 1604 or local neighborhoods from toll lanes Anyone headed from/to Hwy 281 from Loop 
1604 will not be able to access the toll lanes even if they wanted to.  The only way to access the new 
northern ramps to 1604 will be from the non-toll lanes. So, once again, all the traffic needing to 
travel on Loop 1604 will NOT have the option of doing so from the toll lanes.  They’ll be squeezed 
into four non-toll highway lanes when today there are six. A significant number of travelers need to 
take Loop 1604 and do not continue heading south on 281 toward downtown.  Tolls are cutting off 
access to needed routes.  The ‘preferred alternative’ being promoted is designing permanent 
congestion in the corridor. Tolls will be charged in perpetuity The Alamo Regional Mobility Authority 
(RMA) has stated on the record in 2009 that it plans to charge tolls on 281 in perpetuity.  So this will 
be a PERMANENT NEW TAX on driving. Cost of everything you buy will increase Even if you never 
take the toll lanes, the cost of everything you buy will increase because businesses will now be 
paying tolls to get their goods and services to market.  Businesses will not decrease their profits and 
will therefore pass their cost increases to the consumer causing everyone to pay more. Tolls displace 
traffic onto neighborhood streets People try to avoid paying tolls, so they find alternate routes to 
bypass the toll lanes. Studies show tolls displace traffic onto surrounding neighborhood streets and 
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123, Continued. increase accidents and congestion on local streets.  Even now as congestion increases on Hwy 281 
the traffic on side streets such as Wilderness Oaks increases significantly. In conclusion, the money is 
available to fix 281 WITHOUT tolls.  The excuse to toll 281 is there’s not enough money.  But the 
expansion and overpasses were fully funded through 2008 when that tax money disappeared.  Still 
today, the financing for the project is NOT backed by tolls.  $228 million is non-toll tax money ($60 
million is for the interchange ramps).  The remaining $230 million will be a loan from TxDOT or the 
federal government.  Local politicians just doubled Bexar County registration fees.  They’re already 
using half of it, $70 million, to build NON-toll lanes on 1604 (at a cost of roughly $20 million/mile, yet 
281 supposedly costs $48 million/mile - something’s wrong with this picture).  Taking the 1604 
example, to fix 7.8 miles on 281 at $20 million/mile would cost $156 million – add in the $85 million 
still needed for right of way and that’s $241 million, yet the RMA claims its $458 million.  Why not 
spend the other $70 million in registration fees toward completing 281 without tolls? Why not 
eliminate the exclusive Via ramp to shave cost (est. $56 million) or eliminate some of the extraneous 
overpasses or bike paths?  The answer is politics.  Our representatives in the 281 corridor have let 
over $1 billion in non-toll road taxes slip by and spent it on everything BUT 281.Taxpayers will be 
liable for any losses resulting from lack of traffic on the proposed Hwy 281 toll road.  The toll road 
isn’t remotely financially viable (cost cannot be recovered from the revenues generated by just the 
toll payers), so the RMA will use the taxpayers as their bailout plan and loan guarantor by using a 
State Infrastructure Bank loan from TxDOT or a taxpayer backed federal TIFIA loan rather than bonds 
backed exclusively by tolls (that taxpayers aren’t responsible for repaying).There has been no 
meaningful study of economic impacts to residents, businesses, employees in the corridor as 
required by federal law (NEPA).  At least nothing has been reported to the public.  The Draft EIS 
acknowledges (Vol I, Chap. 3 p. 215) traffic trying to avoid paying tolls will be displaced onto 
neighborhood streets. This affects safety, schools, property values, quality of life, and access to 
gainful employment.  The tolled options DO NOT meet the purpose and need of the project when it 
will merely displace congestion into neighborhoods, rather than relieve it.  Driving congested, stop-
light ridden frontage roads is NOT an efficient nor effective alternative to freeway lanes. The EIS 
claims if someone can’t afford tolls, they can use the frontage roads.  Making those who can’t afford 
tolls second class citizens relegated to congested free routes is not only patently unfair (especially 
since they’re paying gas tax for state highways), it’s discriminatory and inefficient.    

Email, Website Comment 123, Continued. 
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I am opposed to ANY tolling, or the collection of fees for using a road (sometimes referred to as 
managed lanes) or converting ANY free roads or free highways in San Antonio, the state of Texas, or 
the USA to toll roads or managed lane roads.  My opposition is a result of many reasons but first and 
foremost is the fact that converting “free” roads to toll roads or roads that collect fees for their use 
(i.e., managed lanes) results in double taxation.  They were first paid for and maintained with tax 

Email, Website 
 
 
 
 

1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 15, 17, 18 
 
 
 
 



Meeting Report on the US 281 EIS Open House May 8, 2014 

Page 45 of 104 
 

Reference # 
(Please see 

Appendix E to 
search for a 

comment by name 
and the associated 

reference #.) 

Comment 
Method 

Comment was 
Received 

Response 
(Please use this number to find 

the associated comment 
response immediately below 

this table in Section 5.) 

124, Continued. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

revenues and now will require fees collected for using and maintaining the road. I therefore want the 
“preferred alternative” (or option) in the Draft EIS, for the proposed Hwy 281 improvement, to be 
the COMPLETE NON-TOLL EXPRESSWAY OPTION. I am also opposed to the proposed plan because of 
the many flaws or concerns with the Draft Environmental document.  I will highlight below some 
areas of concern. CONCERNS Tolls as high as 50 cents a mile The published toll rate range is 17 cents 
a mile up to 50 cents a mile (varies based on congestion).  And I might add that there is NO 
guarantee that the toll rate will not continue to rise.  Just look at the history of other toll roads 
around the country.  At the published rates, this can amount to an average cost of $2,000 $4,000 a 
year. As a retired couple with a fixed income, this is unaffordable. We’ve been told that we can 
always use the “free” lanes. So, the Regional Mobility Authority (RMA), the Metropolitan 
Organization (MPO), and the Texas Department of Transportation (TxDOT) are basically telling us 
that a segment of the population will be discriminated against – effectively they will consider 
highway users to be two classes, those who can afford to use the high speed lanes and not use as 
much fuel and those who CAN’T afford to use the high speed lanes and must use the “free” lanes 
that have many traffic signals and therefore use more fuel – a class of the public that may already be 
burdened economically. Can’t exit toll lanes until Stone Oak The RMA’s tollway design only allows 
drivers to enter/exit the middle toll lanes at Sonterra and Stone Oak.  The majority of the traffic in 
the 281 corridor travels between those two points.  If none of those travelers can enter/exit the toll 
lanes to get to their homes that squeezes many drivers into fewer highway lanes than we have now. 
So all local traffic (between Loop 1604 and Stone Oak Pkwy.) will be crowded into two non-toll 
highway lanes when today there are three lanes in each direction. No non-toll expressway option 
north of Stone Oak The four non-toll expressway lanes will be eliminated north of Stone Oak Pkwy. 
When all six expressway lanes will become toll lanes.  All the lanes you drive on today for FREE will 
be converted to toll lanes - a massive DOUBLE TAX! Those who can’t afford tolls will be forced to exit 
to the frontage roads at Stone Oak Pkwy causing a major traffic back-up and permanent congestion 
for local residents. Can’t access Loop 1604 or local neighborhoods from toll lanes Anyone headed 
from/to Hwy 281 from Loop 1604 will not be able to access the toll lanes even if they wanted to.  The 
only way to access the new northern ramps to 1604 will be from the non-toll lanes. So, once again, 
all the traffic needing to travel on Loop 1604 will NOT have the option of doing so from the toll lanes.  
They’ll be squeezed into four non-toll highway lanes when today there are six. A significant number 
of travelers need to take Loop 1604 and do not continue heading south on 281 toward downtown.  
Tolls are cutting off access to needed routes.  The ‘preferred alternative’ being promoted is designing 
permanent congestion in the corridor. Tolls will be charged in perpetuity The Alamo Regional 
Mobility Authority (RMA) has stated on the record in 2009 that it plans to charge tolls on 281 in 
perpetuity.  So this will be a PERMANENT NEW TAX on driving. Cost of everything you buy will 
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increase Even if you never take the toll lanes, the cost of everything you buy will increase because 
businesses will now be paying tolls to get their goods and services to market. Businesses will not 
decrease their profits and will therefore pass their cost increases to the consumer causing everyone 
to pay more. Tolls displace traffic onto neighborhood streets. People try to avoid paying tolls, so they 
find alternate routes to bypass the toll lanes. Studies show tolls displace traffic onto surrounding 
neighborhood streets and increase accidents and congestion on local streets.  Even now as 
congestion increases on Hwy 281 the traffic on side streets such as Wilderness Oaks increases 
significantly. In conclusion, the money is available to fix 281 WITHOUT tolls. The excuse to toll 281 is 
there’s not enough money. But the expansion and overpasses were fully funded through 2008 when 
that tax money disappeared. Still today, the financing for the project is NOT backed by tolls. $228 
million is non-toll tax money ($60 million is for the interchange ramps). The remaining $230 million 
will be a loan from TxDOT or the federal government. Local politicians just doubled Bexar County 
registration fees. They’re already using half of it, $70 million, to build NON-toll lanes on 1604 (at a 
cost of roughly $20 million/mile, yet 281 supposedly costs $48 million/mile - something’s wrong with 
this picture). Taking the 1604 example, to fix 7.8 miles on 281 at $20 million/mile would cost $156 
million – add in the $85 million still needed for right of way and that’s $241 million, yet the RMA 
claims it’s $458 million. Why not spend the other $70 million in registration fees toward completing 
281 without tolls? Why not eliminate the exclusive Via ramp to shave cost (est. $56 million) or 
eliminate some of the extraneous overpasses or bike paths? The answer is politics. Our 
representatives in the 281 corridor have let over $1 billion in non-toll road taxes slip by and spent it 
on everything BUT 281. Taxpayers will be liable for any losses resulting from lack of traffic on the 
proposed Hwy 281 toll road.  The toll road isn’t remotely financially viable (cost cannot be recovered 
from the revenues generated by just the toll payers), so the RMA will use the taxpayers as their 
bailout plan and loan guarantor by using a State Infrastructure Bank loan from TxDOT or a taxpayer 
backed federal TIFIA loan rather than bonds backed exclusively by tolls (that taxpayers aren’t 
responsible for repaying). There has been no meaningful study of economic impacts to residents, 
businesses, employees in the corridor as required by federal law (NEPA).  At least nothing has been 
reported to the public.  The Draft EIS acknowledges (Vol I, Chap. 3 p. 215) traffic trying to avoid 
paying tolls will be displaced onto neighborhood streets. This effects safety, schools, property values, 
quality of life, and access to gainful employment. The tolled options DO NOT meet the purpose and 
need of the project when it will merely displace congestion into neighborhoods, rather than relieve 
it. Driving congested, stop-light ridden frontage roads is NOT an efficient nor effective alternative to 
freeway lanes. The EIS claims if someone can’t afford tolls, they can use the frontage roads.  Making 
those who can’t afford tolls second class citizens relegated to congested free routes is not only 
patently unfair (especially since they’re paying gas tax for state highways), it’s discriminatory and 
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124 Continued. inefficient.    Email, Website Comment 124, Continued. 

125 I have been a homeowner in Encino Park for the last 25 years. I have been upset that our politicians 
for the last 10 years have always forced the toll option. If put to a vote, they know that without a 
doubt the citizens who travel this area would shut the toll option down.  You don't see this 
happening on the east, west or south side of town. Those areas are also seeing huge amounts of 
growth. My home is now paid for and I am preparing to retire. Now if I want to sell to get out of 
paying tolls, my home is worth less money and will be hard to sell because of the toll road.  I feel that 
fighting this is hopeless. Every time one politician steps up to counter the toll option, they get 
slapped down. (Lyle Larson, Tommy Adkisson, etc.) Wish someone had the guts to stand up to Nelson 
Wolf and his son. Please reconsider the non-toll option.  

Email 1, 3, 12 

126 I say NO to TOLL Roads!!!  We all know we are being lied to and Toll Roads are not the answer. Look 
at 130 up the road in Austin. Cintas is broke and not making money and the State would like to force 
everyone to that road and toll I35, right???? Non Toll Road is the right option for 281. Toll roads are 
expensive and not beneficial to all the drivers who will travel down the road every day. Tolls will only 
increase every year adding to increased gas cost, taxes, good and services. Increase the gas tax to a 
more realistic level is a better answer than the toll option. Do what is right for our citizens who will 
drive the road every day and not the outsiders who plan to profit off us and then come running to us 
for more money when they are broker. Anything else would be collusion with them!  We are 
watching your every move. 

Email 1, 3, 15 

127 Build 3 overpasses - Redland Rd, Evans Rd, Stone Oak/TPC Parkway. Maybe even one at Borgfeld. 
This will allow the commuters going to Bulverde to bypass the traffic lights and allow and smoother 
transition between 1604/281 connectors north of 1604. It has worked in Austin on IH 35 and it can 
work here. 

Website 14 

128 My house backs up to 281, yet we still don't have a sound barrier, I have seen these walls put up near 
homes with less congested traffic and the highway being a great distance from their home, 1604 and 
410. Why is the 281 sound barrier not up and when will this happen? 

Website 21 

129 Put overpasses and access roads. I have paid money to a toll road just to be stuck in stop and go 
traffic. Tolling is not going to guarantee no traffic jams. We have already paid for overpasses and 
TxDOT used somewhere else. They citizens of Comal County that work and patron in Bexar County 
are the ones that will have to pay the tolls. 

Website 3, 14 

130 Alamo RMA should be disbanded & TXDOT should build our non-tolled highway. Website Comment noted and 
considered. 
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131 I support the Preferred Alternative Plans and feel something must be done sooner rather than later 
so residents in this area and passing through this area are safe and are not spending their time stuck 
in traffic.  

Website 9 

132 The best way to alleviate traffic is to have overpasses at the major intersections. It worked 
beautifully at FM1863 & US Hwy 281. That's the simplest solution. Most people are against tolling 
existing roads. 

Website 14 

133 I am adamantly opposed to tolling "existing" roads. The people have overwhelmingly made it clear 
that we do not want “existing” roads to be tolled. Build the overpasses without the tolls using gas 
taxes - that's what it was intended to be used for.  

Website 3, 14 

134 Overpasses!!!!! NO Tolls You know that is what you are going to put anyway! You are creating a 
traffic problem - so you can toll and put bus lanes! 

Website 3, 6, 14 

135 The design looks good, but it should be built without tolls. We will not be using any toll roads. Raise 
the gas tax and make sure all of it goes into roads and not diverted for other uses. There are plenty 
of other ways to raise money for road construction other than tolls. 

Website 3 

136 I am against the inclusion of toll roads for this project. It would be more than adequate to build the 
overpasses supporting three non-stopping lanes (not affected by traffic lights) in each direction from 
Loop 1604 all the way through Borgfeld Road, with two-lane frontage roads in each direction, and on 
and off ramps, and turnarounds for all the intersecting roads in-between. The current plan does not 
even include an on-ramp for those coming from Redland road wanting to go south until after passing 
Loop 1604. I am told that the money had already been allocated for the construction of overpasses 
for all of the relevant intersections years ago. If those had been built since then we would not be 
having this issue now. Instead, multiple right-turn-only and U-turn lanes were created which 
increased the potential traffic lights encountered to pass through the area. I watch as these were 
created and can tell that no "endangered species" would have survived the creation of all those U-
turn areas because they were all scraped bare during the construction phase, and then re-seeded at 
the end. For many years, the residents of the area affected have been telling you that we do not 
want toll roads. Toll roads interfere with the non-toll lanes, reduce non-toll lanes available and the 
tolls do not benefit the local community. 

Website 3, 14, 25 

137 I am in favor of a toll road with service roads for drivers who don't wish to pay the toll. This area has 
become so congested we must act soon and quit studying the issue. It's time we move forward and 
take steps to solve the problem, not just have meetings and discussions about it. 

Website 9 
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138 I strongly favor toll roads in San Antonio. Houston has wonderful toll roads which make such a great 
difference in traffic congestion. I can't imagine anyone who has to drive or sit in traffic on 281 or I-10 
north side of SA not wanting toll roads. There will still be free lanes. We desperately need toll roads, 
not streetcars!!!!! 

Website Comment noted and 
considered. 

139 I don’t support a toll road but there has to be another way to relieve the congestion on 281 north. Website 3 

140 I live in Comal and work in Bexar. I drive US 281 daily. I support added capacity on US 281 regardless 
of how it is funded. I prefer non-toll lanes; however I support toll lanes. If it is tolled, some motorists 
will pay the toll and exit the non-toll lanes thereby reducing the congestion on the existing non-toll 
lanes. Everybody benefits. Toll lanes are a win/win. 

Website Comment noted and 
considered. 

141 I strongly FAVOR a toll road. We lived in Houston for years and traveled many cities where toll roads 
solved congestion problems similar to those on Hwy 281. A toll us a user fee, so only those using the 
asset pay. 

Website Comment noted and 
considered. 

142 There's already a major highway existing. I don't see how building an improved structure could be 
that much of an additional environmental impact. Project seems long overdue. 

Website Specific Response 
See Section 5.2 

143 Your plans are not easy to find although I did find something at texashighwayman.com. Assuming the 
plans there are consistent with your plans, I am pleased with everything but the toll lanes. I lived in 
Houston for a time and the isolated toll lanes are expensive on a per mile basis (barriers, toll 
plazas/readers/etc.), and they contribute to traffic congestion and pollution. Anytime you let 
someone pass others already on the road, you increase the backup of traffic. To allow a few 
"privileged" cars, whether they pay a toll or have more than one person in the car to pass others, 
especially in congested areas, you increase the emissions of the "many" while letting the one pass 
through. You might argue that you will change behavior by increasing the benefits of carpooling, but 
most people aren't going to go looking for a job at their neighbor’s place of work so they can pass a 
few cars on the highway. Furthermore, I will actively support the protest any use of gas/road tax 
money to be used to build a toll road. Even if you use venture funds for the toll road construction, 
what about the corridor ROW costs and the misuse of potential lane space for toll business. If it is a 
commercial endeavor, it needs to support its portion of the ROW costs. 

Website 2, 3, 13, 24 

144 My wife and I just moved to the San Antonio area and we are in favor of the expansion project for 
281. It is amazing that the 7th largest city in the USA has such a major infrastructure problem. We 
can all sit here and say we are anti-toll; however I would gladly pay my part rather than set in traffic 
for 45 minutes every day.  

Website Comment noted and 
considered. 

145 Many years ago it was stated in the newspaper on overpasses put in where all the stop lights are 
now. Had that happened, we wouldn't be in such a mess that we are now. Traffic flows fairly smooth 
on 281 south of 1604 because there ARE overpasses, not stop lights on the HIGHWAY.  

Website 14 
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146 I just think since you got this studies going on all over 281 I started to see more traffic jam as the 
lights doesn’t seem to be synchronized at all. On the other side the freeway has to be done the 
fastest possible as the area has growth to quick. 

Website 9 

147 Just Do It!!!!!!!! Traffic is unbearable north of 1604. Just put in the bridges and access roads like any 
other expressway!!! I see TXDOT projects throughout the state on roads much much less travelled 
than 281 - i.e. in Bastrop (71), Bryan (bridge put in off of 47 at Villa Marie), Brenham - (bridge put in 
for road that dead ends into expressway!!). I can go on, but there does Not seem to be a funding 
problem, but rather a political issue with putting money in this area!!! 

Website 3, 9, 14 

148 This looks like a reasonable plan. A few concerns: 1. Is this the fastest method to build this 
extension? It appears like a great deal of site prep and fill (on the east side of 281 between Redland 
Rd. and Stone Oak) will be required. This project is already well overdue and shaving a year or two 
off the project length may be worth additional cost. 2. What are the construction impacts? Per your 
newsletter, it will take four years to complete the project, during which I assume traffic congestion 
will worsen. Are any of the other alternatives less impactful on existing traffic patterns? 

Website 3, 7, 9 

149 I drive US 281 daily and know the congestion first hand. Something needs to be done before gridlock 
becomes a reality. Managed Lanes are the best option in my opinion. It provides funds directly back 
into the regional transportation system and not be diverted to other parts of the state. We can use 
those funds to leverage more for other needed projects in the region. 

Website Comment noted and 
considered. 

150 I am quite happy that this project is moving forward. As a region, our Transportation issues need 
serious attention. As a regular traveler on US 281...I am thrilled to see progress. I want to comment 
here...that I am strongly in support of this initiative. 

Website Comment noted and 
considered. 

151 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

I have lived off of 281 for over 25 years. We have a weekender at Canyon Lake, too. Anyway, I use to 
drive the stretch of highway till all the crazy changes were made on it. It's pretty sad that all the 
homes that were allowed to be built right on top of each other on the recharge zone. What was our 
government thinking and to make it worse they are now going to force us to except that the only 
way to make things right is to toll 281....REALLY...It should of never happen that we allowed builders 
to build homes so close together....Any other town ...out of Texas... would of not let it happen. I have 
lived in SAN ANTONIO all my life and our biggest mistakes with 281 has been the planning of the 
highway by our so called engineers not connecting 281 to 410 and 1604. What a waste of tax dollar 
money that it was not done right the first time. I have NO confidence in our state & local government 
that they can do anything right. And forget the toll roads...that is so wrong since we paid for that 
road to be a freeway and should stay that way. I have nothing against toll roads as long as they don't 
use public tax payer’s roads. I drive though Houston every week...and don't have to drive on a toll 
road there...and they have a lot of them there that were built to be toll and not taking freeways and 
turning them into toll roads. If Houston, Dallas and Austin can get by without turning their public 

Website 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

3, 4 
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151, Continued. roads into toll roads why can't we? Website Comment 151, Continued. 

152 Please you must continue to make lanes for cyclists on 281 outside 1604. Website 10 

153 Please make room for cyclist on 281 Website 10 

154 Absolutely no safe accommodations for people on bikes are included in these plans - not even 
shoulders on the access roads! This completely ignores San Antonio's Complete Streets policies and 
our vision for a bike-friendly city as outlined in SA2020 

Website 8, 10 

155 I sending this to you because I discovered that the planned Alamo RMA and TxDOT controlled-access 
on US-281 north of Loop 1604 does not include plans for safe accommodation for people on bikes. I 
don’t believe that was the case prior to the Draft Preferred Alternative Schematic Plans were 
released. Even if it was that’s not what the people were told – I have been attending meetings when 
possible. My request is simple - insist that the city's Complete Streets policy be respected, and this 
major construction project include safe accommodation for people on bikes and NO TOLLS. 
Last year when the RMA and TXDOT completed the construction of the over passes at 1604 and 281 
N. they erased the stripped bike lanes. I can tell you personally that this has created an unsafe 
corridor from Redland Rd. to Blanco rd. Without the stipe designating the bike lane cars now do not 
leave enough room to get by on what was the shoulder. This is unsafe as it forces the cyclists into 
regular traffic lanes to pass through this congested area. Please put the stripes back even if they’re 
only the minimum width. Finally, I should point out that the biggest group ride in SA rides out of 
Lifetime Fitness located at 1604 and 281 N every Saturday morning. 75 riders is not uncommon. It’s 
imperative that cyclists be considered in all construction projects without exception.  

Website 8, 10 

156 Please include multi-use paths for pedestrians and bicyclists in your plans for the combined toll and 
limited access extensions of Route 281 past 1604 in San Antonio.  

Website 10 

157 Please add some sort of safe bike lanes when developing the 281 express (maybe something on th 
access roads). 

Website 10 

158 Concerning bike lanes or some kind of allowance (shoulders, at least) for bicycle travel along the 281 
extension: it seems to be a good idea. Outside loop 410 it's often very difficult to find a good bicycle 
route, and as long as you are modifying 281 out there, I think that allowances for bicycle traffic 
should be seriously considered. Now, we will have to figure out how a bike rider will get out to that 
stretch of 281, but that's another issue. 

Website 10 

159 As I have stated at the last meeting, I do not believe in the viability in toll roads. They should be 
illegal an considered an abuse of power when supported by officials 

Website 3 

160 Provide a bike friendly environment for bicycle traffic on 281 north of 1604 on all proposed new 
plans to improve HW-281. 

Website 10 



Meeting Report on the US 281 EIS Open House May 8, 2014 

Page 52 of 104 
 

Reference # 
(Please see 

Appendix E to 
search for a 

comment by name 
and the associated 

reference #.) 

Comment 
Method 

Comment was 
Received 

Response 
(Please use this number to find 

the associated comment 
response immediately below 

this table in Section 5.) 

161 We live on Oakland Bend. Our concern with the current proposal is that we won't have a traffic signal 
on Mountain Lodge. (We currently have one). This light is the only thing that protects us from a very 
dangerous situation while trying to go southbound on 281. Can a traffic light be considered for 
Mountain Lodge? At the very least, maybe an acceleration lane exiting south on 281 from Oakland 
Bend. I'll be happy to discuss with more details if you need. Thank you. 

Website 16 

162 The toll road will make a large impact on me and my family because we cannot afford the additional 
cost of having to pay tolls to go back and forth to work and other trips into San Antonio. The use of a 
free lane will greatly increase the time and effort to get to and from work. I believe the financial 
impact on low wage workers will be very hard to absorb. 

Website 2 

163 Your email says, "Please join us..." and yet no one from RMA was even there, unless you were there 
undercover. We looked and asked all over the building and there was no one representing Alamo 
RMA. Is there a reason that we can't have a special ballot for those with whom this is most affecting? 
We are out of the City limits and therefore, have no voice and the bureaucracy moves forward. There 
is obvious opposition to the plans going forward and yet no one has a voice. Wouldn't it be great if 
the leaders led to fulfill the needs of the people instead of being led by greed and the love of money 
and power? 

Website 3, 12 

164 TxDOT and the Alamo RMA continue to create great concern for me as a citizen because of an 
apparent lack of interest in accommodating the needs of citizens that travel by bicycle. In addition to 
removing wide shoulders on Loop 1604 between Blanco & 281, the idea of a toll road with access 
roads that do not have shoulders along 281 provides further evidence of both organizations’ like of 
foresight. Cities across the United States are creating MORE facilities for cyclists not LESS because 
they've recognized that promoting active living through bicycle commuting and walking are critical to 
their futures. Please create the infrastructure on our TxDOT roads that provides a safe means for 
cyclists to move about these areas in question. 

Website 10 

165 I do not agree with a toll road. All expansions should be available to the general public free. Website 3 

166 Why hasn't the sound barrier wall not been put up. This traffic noise is ridiculous. Why should I have 
to keep waiting? My back yard is 281 and this is a no brainer.......put up the wall and give us home 
owners some peace and quiet please. 

Website 21 

167 It is important that this project include plans to make a corridor that is safe for people on bicycles. A 
14' wide outside lane is NOT safe accommodation for people on bikes because of the speed and 
traffic volumes on the access roads. Multi-use paths should be put into the Preferred Alternative. 
There is plenty space in the right of way to achieve this - and make the access road safer for all users! 

Website 10 
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168 As the former Mayor of Bulverde, I see a very hard economic impact on low wage earners, retirees 
and minorities because of your proposed toll road project. Modify your plans so that traffic is 
improved without the burden and expense of a toll road. The only alternative for low income people 
is to try to get to work using free lanes which will result in more time needed to commute. It is not 
fair. Our highways have been paid for by taxes and it is a very discriminatory policy to make these 
roads toll roads. It is perfectly reasonable to plan for a new road to be tolled like 130, but not for 
existing highways. 

Website 2 

169 I am opposed to tolls on the project. Use the current funding to provide NON TOLLED expressway 
with additional lanes from 1604 to Stone Oak parkway. Divert funds from other Federal, State and 
Local road projects to complete the remaining section to the county line as additional funds become 
available. The political driven assumptions and pre-determined outcome for the project does not 
serve the public nor the environment well. The multiple attempts to bring the EIS to a conclusion 
does not support the toll road option. The total project needs to be recalculated. 

Website 3 

170 The US 281 expansion project will drastically affect property values in the 78258 zip. My concerns are 
explained below: 1. Market demand does not currently support 10 lanes through the 281 corridor. 
Overkill. If you dropped some of the unnecessary stoplights and turnarounds, then throughput would 
drastically improve without increasing lanes. 2. Overpasses must be designed in order to STRONGLY 
protect against unsightly squatters, litter, and storage. This is a safety issue, in an area that has 
historically been very safe, clean, and accepting. Also, green space must be protected as well. Not 
solely for pleasantries of sight, but also to preserve current housing from damaging road noise. 3. 
How will you finish this project? It is so large, and so expansive, how long will this take to complete? 
What are the phases? How will you POSSIBLY mitigate incredible inconveniences for the community? 
I haven’t seen a projected date yet, how long must land owners, home owners, and land lords put up 
with the expansion? 4. Can we PLEASE do something innovate with the highway project like in Dallas’ 
Woodall Rogers Expressway with a beautiful park and green space and a great restaurant venue (See 
Savor in Dallas) that offer’s a truly unique and enjoyable experience. Also, you can hide your toll 
“zappers” on both sides of the overpass. This is what the better communities are doing, why aren’t 
we? This would differentiate the North-Central San Antonio Corridor in a phenomenal way. I’m just a 
concerned land owner in the area, and not affiliated with any private organization, but want to 
ensure this project is done effectively (not overbuilt) and capitalizes on opportunities to differentiate 
this unique and beautiful area of San Antonio. Thank you. 

Website 1, 7, 9, 21, 26 

171 After studying this corridor for so many years, and knowing the financial constraints for funding this 
project, it is time to move ahead with the recommended alternate. I endorse this proposal, and let's 
keep looking for ways to find creative solutions to our transportation needs! 

Website Comment noted and 
considered. 
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172 Get the toll road built! I am sick and tired of the congestion on US 281. Website 9 

173 I think why not just build a double deck. The upper lanes will be tolled .then the lower lanes will be 
for local traffic. Build it over 281 and it won't affect all the business. That way, if you want to go north 
and skip the traffic, pay the toll. I travel north a lot and would have no problem paying to skip all the 
traffic. I work EMS and we need to ease the stress of getting to hospitals like so. Methodist. Hope 
this idea may help. 

Website Specific Response 
See Section 5.2 

174 I have no problem with the proposal from 1604 to Stone Oak; however, additional freeway lanes 
need to be added north of Stone Oak to Borgfeld. Toll road only has two lanes before increasing to 
four lanes. If two lanes of toll roads is sufficient south of Stone Oak, then two lanes should be 
sufficient north of Stone Oak. It looks bad to force all parties to the access roads if they do not have 
the money to pay tolls. 

Website 2, 23 

175 I demand that this project include plans to make a corridor that is safe for people on bikes. A 14' 
wide outside lane is NOT safe accommodation for people on bikes given the speed and expected 
traffic volumes on the access roads. I insist that multi-use paths be put into the Preferred Alternative. 
There is plenty of space in the right of way to achieve this - and make the access road safer for all 
users!  

Website 10 

176 1. NO TOLL ROAD! Require the politicians at all levels to use the tax money for roads only for roads 
and do not divert them to other pet projects.2. Continue the full lane widths to the end of the 
project. With the rate of construction along the corridor, they will be needed by the time the project 
is complete. Therefore, just go ahead and do the entire project now. 3. NO TOLL ROAD! 4. NO TOLL 
ROAD! 5. NO TOLL ROAD! 

Website 3, 9 

177 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Millions of dollars were wasted on your "Super Street" project which has proved to be practically 
useless other than spending money unnecessarily. It has not alleviated any of the traffic problems on 
the 281 N or S corridor from Stone Oak to Loop 1604. In some instances it has made it worse. The 
added traffic signals are not all timed and coordinated with the intersection traffic signals causing 
traffic that starts up from an intersection to have to stop at the next signal because it turns red after 
the traffic got a green signal at the light before. This serves to stop traffic flow. Further, this project 
wasted fuel and time by adding at least 1/2 mile more travel to a commute by having drivers travel 
1/4 mile north then 1/4 mile south to end up at the same spot they started at but just on the 
opposite side of the intersection and after having waited for 3 additional traffic signals. The millions 
that were wasted on this fiasco should have been left in the bank and used for your next fiasco. 
Obviously, the ARMA has lost most of its credibility at this point. I can see the toll lanes will be like 
the ramps connecting Loop 1604 east and west to 281 South, only. The ramps are handy at times but 
did not help the majority of traffic in that area. It is and was not the major need but the funds were 
spent on that anyway. Now the bulk of the traffic is still backed up on 281 for miles while the ramps 

Website 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

15, 16, 25 
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177, Continued. enjoy only slight usage in comparison. So if you get approval to put toll lanes on 281, when the 
project is paid off do the tolls stop? I'll bet they don't! 

Website Comment 177, Continued. 

178 I commonly bike along the 1604 access roads. Please see that there is safe bike passage lanes 
included in any plans for this area. 

Website 10 

179 I completely support the proposed plan for US 281. The free main lanes from Loop 1604 to Stone Oak 
are a compromise that should be appreciated by the opposition. Please move forward with the 
proposed plans as you presented. I also fully support the tolls as I know it will help pay for this 
project. 

Website Comment noted and 
considered. 

180 I have lived here since 2000. When I first heard about possible toll roads I was adamant against it. I 
believe gasoline taxes should pay for this but they apparently have been misappropriated and spend 
somewhere else, illegally if not unethically. The first environmental assessment should have been 
enough. If it had been accepted the roads would have built by now. But, no, we had to yield to 
progress-stopping environmentalist who won another delay by demanding an environmental impact 
statement. After 10 years of watching this debate about toll roads and environmental delay tactics I 
have given up. Just do something. If toll roads are that something then do it now. 

Website 3, 9 

181 Please include safe alternatives for bicycle and pedestrian traffic on any changes to 281. This will 
serve a popular biking area and could make it even better or without, could make this very 
dangerous.  

Website 10 

182 Please do not go through with this toll road. My taxes are devastating as it is. It will not benefit our 
community at all.  

Website 3 

183 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

As someone who travels on this section of 281 on a daily basis for work, I am ecstatic to see the plan 
for 281 this is being considered!!!! I will happily pay a fee in order to add a good hour to my day to 
be able to spend with my family!!! This plan will benefit my husband, who is a San Antonio 
Firefighter, as well. In my opinion, this construction is way overdue and I’d rather pay a toll fee and 
get it done right once and for all before it gets held up in court again or some other ridiculous delay. 
We moved to Spring Branch from Leander (N. of Austin) in 2011, where tolls helped us tremendously 
and improved our quality of life as they were constructed while we lived there. We were able to 
bypass 14 lights in the Cedar Park area which cut our commute time in half. We gladly paid our tolls 
fees which were about $80 a month between the two of us. I believe the proposed plan for 281 
would cut my travel time from an hour to 30 min. or less. The situation on 281 is only going to get 
worse with the businesses and housing that are going up in the area including the Singing Hills 
development in Bulverde. It is a weekly occurrence that I have to detour around the area and go 
down Bulverde Rd. due to a wreck or other “event”. Last week, the “event” was that the lights 
weren’t working in the morning at 281 & Stone Oak Pkwy so traffic was back up well past Overlook 
Pkwy. It is ALWAYS SOMETHING!!! All the traffic seems unsafe for first responders too; it is hard for 

Website 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

9 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Meeting Report on the US 281 EIS Open House May 8, 2014 

Page 56 of 104 
 

Reference # 
(Please see 

Appendix E to 
search for a 

comment by name 
and the associated 

reference #.) 

Comment 
Method 

Comment was 
Received 

Response 
(Please use this number to find 

the associated comment 
response immediately below 

this table in Section 5.) 

183, Continued. them to maneuver through the traffic to get where they need to be. I urge all decision makers to 
move forward with this plan ASAP. Thank you for considering our opinions in the matter, it is greatly 
appreciated.  

Website Comment 183, Continued. 

184 The proposed toll road on U.S. Highway 281 is the most ridiculous waste of tax payer money I have 
ever seen! Is someone from New York city engineering this plan or is someone who has actually had 
to sit in traffic on this route day after day involved in the plan??? HELLO! The congestion STOPS at 
TPC/Stone Oak parkways. In plain ENGLISH the jam is Loop 1604 to Stone Oak/TPC - that means 80% 
of the traffic needs to get off in this area - the proposed toll road does not allow this!!!! Not only is 
the plan flawed for a short 8 miles EXISTING highways are not supposed to be tolled - only new 
roadways can be tolled. 

Website 4, 18 

185 I understand that there are no "free lanes" on 281 N from Marshall to Borgfeld, only access roads. I 
understand also that there are no "free lanes" on 281 N from Marshall to Borgfeld because the 
money has not been appropriated yet. Doesn't it make more sense to leave the four land divided 
highway as it is until the money is there? Why mess up our "free lanes" we have now for access only 
roads? 

Website 3, 23 

186 I understand that you are not going to be able to please everyone. I would love this road but like 
everyone else am worried about what the cost will be for me. What I don't understand is why the 
yearly cost would have to be so high. You have so many people that use this highway to go to and 
from work. Why not make it a reasonable, affordable, yearly cost? You would have more people 
using it and less in admin cost because people would be renewing yearly. To me there is nothing 
more frustrating then to go to other cities and no one is using the toll road. Let's be the first to do 
this the right way. Let's build the road and make it affordable for a yearly pass. I think that way 
everyone will be happy. 

Website 15 

187 NO TOLL ROADS. We do not want to have to pay to leave our subdivision and drive to work on roads 
that we have already paid for. 

Website 3 

188 I've been told that there are no plans to include any room for bicycles in the new construction on US-
281. Considering the fact that the number of bicycling enthusiasts has greatly increased over the past 
10 years and that bicyclists are getting killed all over the San Antonio area at an alarming rate, it 
seems pretty asinine to leave out some kind of lane for the active bicycling community. This in 
addition to the Complete Streets policy enacted in San Antonio. As it looks right now, we'll continue 
the active war zone of wall-to-wall metal containers vying to get home first. 

Website 10 

189 i prefer the complete non-tool expressway option. Website Comment noted and 
considered. 
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190 I think this plan can be done without the toll roads. Love the Bridges over the major cross streets just 
having those and adding an extra lane in both directions would alleviate all the problems. 

Website 3, 14 

191 NO Toll roads just add the bridges at all major cross streets and one extra lane in both directions to 
help with traffic. 

Website 3, 14 

192 Concerned about the extra cost of living north of Stone Oak. Hopeful that a non-tolled option will 
come to light. Also, would like noise barrier wall to be considered for bridge spanning from 
Wilderness Oak to Overlook. Summerglen does not sit right beside 281 but will certainly have 
increased noise with the raised structure. 

Website 15, 21, 23 

193 I am opposed to the Proposed 281 Toll Road Project and am in support of the preferred alternative 
(option) to be the COMPLETE NON-TOLL EXPRESSWAY OPTION. After reviewing both proposals, the 
COMPLETE NON-TOLL EXPRESWAY OPTION" offers a more beneficial and cost effective approach to 
easing the traffic bottlenecks. The 281 Proposed Toll Road construction costs for excessive 
overpasses, unnecessary walking/bike paths and rain gardens grossly outweigh their benefits. 
Additionally, should the toll road fall short in generating its anticipated revenues, we the 
homeowners and taxpayers will once again bear the burden to make up the deficit. 

Website 3, 10, 15 

194 This is a terrible idea to convert 281 to a toll road. Study after study have proven that they do not 
benefit drivers when converting an existing public road to a toll system. Our state collects billions of 
dollars every year from gas taxes and well as federal gas taxes. These dollars do not get spent how 
they are supposed to. San Antonio drivers cannot afford tolls and this will make San Antonio a less 
attractive destination. 

Website 1, 2, 3, 4 

195 We must have access to 1604 from toll lanes! We must have exits between Sonterra & Stone Oak! 
We must have free expressway lanes north of Stone Oak! There must be alternative roads such as 
frontage/access roads or adjacent alternative thoroughfares available to those who cannot pay or do 
not want to use the toll roads! Adjacent thoroughfares such as frontage/access roads and alternative 
roads must be maintained as needed on a regular basis for folks who cannot or do not want to use 
the "toll" roads! The toll roads must be built by an American company employing legal American 
citizens! 

Website 18 

196 We must have access to 1604 from toll lanes! We must have exits between Sonterra & Stone Oak! 
We must have free expressway lanes north of Stone Oak! There must be alternative roads such as 
frontage/access roads or adjacent alternative thoroughfares available to those who cannot pay or do 
not want to use the toll roads! Adjacent thoroughfares such as frontage/access roads and alternative 
roads must be maintained as needed on a regular basis for folks who cannot or do not want to use 
the "toll" roads! The toll roads must be built by an American company employing legal American 
citizens! 

Website 18 
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197 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The plan morphed from a completed, streamlined expressway design (upgrading the corridor adding 
two new lanes, needed overpasses, and access roads) to a hybrid toll-transit-HOV mix with fewer 
non-toll highway lanes than we have today — non-toll lanes that cease at Stone Oak Parkway. 
•Current Toll Plan does NOT add ANY new highway lanes from Loop 1604 to Stone Oak Pkwy. The 
current toll plan adds no new lanes south of Stone Oak Pkwy, therefore it does NOT meet the 
purpose and need of the project, which is to improve mobility and relieve congestion in the corridor. 
The non-toll highway lanes adjacent to the middle HOV/Transit toll lanes will remain congested 
without new added capacity. The section north of Stone Oak Pkwy. that turns into a toll-only 
highway (no free highway lanes) will not meet the purpose and need of the project since it will 
displace traffic avoiding the toll onto frontage roads and neighborhood streets creating permanent 
congestion in the corridor and an underutilized tollway (like SH 130). •What’s driving up the cost? 
First, there are 9 overpasses planned in just 7 miles. That’s OVERKILL, not every subdivision needs its 
own overpass. Each one costs about $10 million, so eliminating some of the overpasses would shave 
cost and help make a non-toll option more affordable. Second, the plan also includes an extravagant, 
exclusive Via transit lane and direct connect ramp ($56 million is the estimate available) to its 
planned Park-N-Ride facility at the corner of Stone Oak Pkwy. and Hwy 281. It’s estimated to be up to 
75 feet in the air (as tall as the southern direct connect interchange ramps at 1604). The Via exclusive 
transit lane and ramp can only be accessed in two places – just north of Evans Road near the HEB and 
just north of Stone Oak Pkwy. The lanes dump into the toll lanes in the center of 281 so the transit 
riders needing to travel to Loop 1604 can’t take the transit lanes. It’s designed for travelers who are 
headed south of Loop 1604 on Hwy 281 with very limited stops until downtown. 
Anyone who has to travel to Loop 1604 cannot exit the Park-N-Ride using the ramp; those travelers 
are dumped onto Stone Oak Pkwy. Any buses needing to get to 1604 will be forced to take Stone Oak 
Pkwy. Since the transit lane doesn’t even connect to 1604, it doesn’t connect to all the major 
destinations and job centers along 1604 and I-10 (like USAA, UTSA, & the Medical Center), so it limits 
riders exclusively to north-south travel only. Much of the 281 traffic heading south peels off at 1604 
& is not headed all the way downtown. Third, the project includes bike & pedestrian pathways 
throughout the entire 7 mile corridor adding unnecessary cost. Bikes & pedestrians can safely travel 
along the planned frontage roads. Fourth, the project also includes ‘context sensitive solutions’ like 
artistic elements, accent lighting, rain gardens, etc. All of these extra costs need to be eliminated. 
•The money is there to fix 281 WITHOUT tolls The excuse to toll 281 is there’s not enough money. 
But the expansion and overpasses were fully funded through 2008 when that tax money 
disappeared. Still today, the financing for the project is NOT backed by tolls. $228 million is non-toll 
tax money ($60 million is for the interchange ramps). The remaining $230 million will be a loan from 
TxDOT or the federal government. Local politicians just doubled Bexar County registration fees. 

Website 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 13, 14, 15, 17, 18, 
19, 23 
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197, Continued. They’re already using half of it, $70 million, to build NON-toll lanes on 1604 (at a cost of roughly $20 
million/mile yet 281 supposedly costs $48 million/mile - something’s wrong with this picture). Taking 
the 1604 example, to fix 7.8 miles on 281 at $20 million/mile would cost $156 million–add in the $85 
million still needed for right of way & that’s $241 million, yet the RMA claims it’s $458 million. Why 
not spend the other $70 million in registration fees toward completing 281 without tolls? Why not 
nix the exclusive Via ramp to shave cost (est. $56 million) or nix some of the extraneous overpasses 
or bike paths? The answer is politics. Our representatives in the 281 corridor have let over $1 billion 
in non-toll road taxes slip by and spent it on everything BUT 281. •Taxpayers on the hook for the 
losses The toll road isn’t remotely financially viable (can’t pay for itself with just the toll payers), so 
the RMA will use the taxpayers as their bailout plan and loan guarantor by using a State 
Infrastructure Bank loan from TxDOT or a taxpayer-backed federal TIFIA loan rather than bonds 
backed exclusively by tolls (that taxpayers aren’t responsible for repaying). •Cash toll payers will be 
charged more & the HOV ‘catch’ Since the tolling will be all electronic, you have to be registered with 
the government & give them access to your bank account. A TollTag is required to get a lower toll 
rate (toll rate range: 17-50 cents a mile). Those who get billed by mail will pay 33-50% higher toll 
rates. HOV must be pre-registered with the government & have an active TollTag (that costs money 
to keep open). It requires 3 or more people to be in your car. So just hopping into the HOV/toll lane 
to go to lunch with colleagues won’t count as a qualified HOV ‘free ride.’ Moms in minivans shuttling 
kids to soccer practice also won’t qualify either unless you register in advance and meet the 
qualifications as a ‘registered, declared’ carpool vehicle. • No meaningful study of economic impacts 
to residents, businesses, employees in the corridor as required by federal law (NEPA) The Draft EIS 
acknowledges (Vol I, Chap. 3 p. 215) traffic trying to avoid paying tolls will be displaced onto 
neighborhood streets. This affects safety, schools, property values, quality of life, and access to 
gainful employment. The tolled options DO NOT meet the purpose and need of the project when it 
will merely displace congestion into neighborhoods, rather than relieve it. Driving congested, stop-
light ridden frontage roads is NOT an efficient nor effective alternative to freeway lanes. The EIS 
claims if someone can’t afford tolls, they can use the frontage roads. Making those who can’t afford 
tolls second class citizens relegated to congested free routes is not only patently unfair (especially 
since they’re paying gas tax for state highways), it’s discriminatory and inefficient. 

Website Comment 197, Continued. 

198 Toll roads are discriminatory. Only the rich can afford to use them. I am not one of those people. I 
believe the plan laid out will increase traffic on non-toll lanes which will increase accidents and 
delays and only hurt the local businesses along the 1604 to Stone Oak Parkway section. I will be one 
of those who will look for alternative options to using 281. 

Website 1, 2, 5, 17 
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199 Tolling U.S. Highway 281 is a gross imposition on the public by TxDOT and Alamo Metropolitan 
Planning Organization (or MPO). Whatever happened to the Federal provision to prohibit tolling on 
Federal Freeways sponsored by former Sen. Hutchinson? 

Website 3, 4 

200 I am adamantly opposed to toll roads on 281 for many reasons, not just the expense that I cannot 
afford as a public school teacher. This plan is ill advised and will not improve traffic for the following 
reasons: No access to 1604 from toll lanes. No exits between Sonterra & Stone Oak. No free 
expressway lanes north of Stone Oak! Please do the right thing for Texas taxpayers and stop the toll 
road on 281. 

Website 2, 18, 23 

201 We in this home (4 voters) oppose the current proposed "solution" to 281congestion north of 1604 - 
based on the following points: No access to 1604 from toll lanes. No exits between Sonterra & Stone 
Oak. No free expressway lanes north of Stone Oak! 

Website 18, 23 

202 Sonterra Blvd has a connecting road to northbound Hwy 281. Your current schematic shows that 
drivers using this road will not be able to get onto the limited access 281 (tolled/managed) until past 
Encino Rio!! For me this is not acceptable. There is a large amount of traffic on this road coming from 
Costco, Walmart, Two Hospitals (and an animal Emergency Facility) and multiple medical offices. This 
will bog down that frontage road quite a bit. I am all for the toll/managed and would prefer to be 
able to get on sooner than later and stay away from the frontage when I don't need to visit any of 
the businesses there. Please review this area and consider a fix. Thank you. 

Website 18 

203 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

This tolling of public freeways is wrong and I oppose it. I allege that I believe the tollers have 
attempted to punish me personally for opposing tolls and I now fear for my livelihood if I attend 
public meetings, etc. I compliment Terri Hall and all she and her folks have done all these years to 
keep doing the impossible of opposing this alliance of bought off politicians who I believe don't give a 
damn about their community's majority public and crooked business people who I allege that I 
believe seek to get toll pay-offs while they destroy small business competition in toll areas and 
control property values by deciding which areas will have decent resale and rental value since 
nobody is going to want to travel, do business or live in tolled areas more than absolutely necessary. 
The fact that so few speak up in the business and real estate community which will be so negatively 
affected is what is so pathetic but after having experienced the tollers' treatment driving me out of 
the commercial sales and insurance professions for the most part, I can understand it. There were 
several efforts made to get me fired from my current employer by a former manager who I 
witnessed doing illegal drugs on company property among other things, Drew Kittle, because he told 
me quote "You make my friends mad" by my opposing tolls after attending a meeting off 1604 last 
year. Fortunately, the owner of my company is a credit to his profession and confronted Drew Kittle 
with his many misdeeds and accepted his resignation so hopefully I can stay gainfully employed for a 
while now in the city I grew up in, San Antonio. All I experienced though over the last several years 

Website 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1, 2, 3, 24 
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203, Continued. taught me of the coordination that I believe exists between the business community members who 
support tolls and their paid off politicians such as I believe Nelson Wolff and his son Kevin Wolff to be 
having bad, practical consequences to those who dare practice their rights of free speech against 
tolls! At the end though, I refuse to be completely silent as it will cost me too much for the rest of my 
life and I can at least say I did what little I can now do to express my disgust and rage at the false way 
this transportation process operates where meetings are held at inconvenient times for mainstream 
attendance and the recriminations brought against those who dare try to speak out in their business 
and personal lives at these supposedly public meetings. Before any of these toll lanes are approved I 
encourage honest investigation of my allegations that anti-toll individuals and political leaders such 
as on the state level then candidate for Senator Ted Cruz and on the local level Commissioner 
Tommy Adkisson and former City Councilwoman Elisa Chan were targeted by interests to benefit 
from tolling for ill treatment in the media and threats applied to ensure inadequate campaign 
contributions, etc. as well as practical means employed against Terri Hall's supporters to hurt them in 
their livelihoods, etc. Let's know the truth about which businesses I believe will get toll pay-offs while 
we the majority driving public get the toll rip-off! Thank you! 

Website Comment 203, Continued. 

204 I am very worried about the traffic congestion this road configuration proposed might cause at Stone 
Oak. I am also against paying tolls in perpetuity. I do not mind the government taking out a loan to 
build a road and having us help pay it back by paying tolls until the loan is paid off but I do not want 
companies profiting from us indefinitely! I am against the lanes we already paid for being turned into 
toll roads. The toll people need to build their own roads. I still don't understand why we just can't 
build overpasses. 

Website 4, 5, 14, 15 

205 As a taxpayer, I want to own public projects that improve the area where I live. Hwy 281 needs 
overpasses. Private companies looking to profit for life on roads that I have paid for, I am against. 
Take out a loan and improve 281, tolls can be assessed to pay back the loan, in the end as a taxpayer, 
I want to own the road. Tolls are not a profit making tool, they are a means to an end, once the loan 
is paid off, they end. Overpasses are the answer for 281, not a lifetime toll road. 

Website 14, 15, 22 

206 I want the preferred alternative to be the complete non-toll expressway option. Flaws or concerns 
with the draft environmental document: Current toll plan does not add any new highway lanes from 
Loop 1604 to Stone Oak Pkwy. The money is there to fix 281 without tolls. Taxpayers are on the hook 
for the losses. There has been no meaningful study of economic impacts to residents, businesses, 
employees in the corridor as required by federal law (NEPA). 

Website 1, 2, 3, 15, 17 

207 I do not support any plan (current or future) for any form of toll or 'managed lane' fee, and neither 
do the vast majority of residents using this miserable stretch of road. The right-of-way has already 
been purchased; the funds for construction are already there. Proposing a 'fee' or a 'toll' is nothing 
more than confiscatory double taxation.  

Website 3 
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208 As a resident of Encino Park and an owner of property in Bulverde, I am definitely interested in 
improving the transportation capacity and overall functionality of US 281 as soon as possible. The 
countless delays and lawsuits that continue to postpone this project are extremely aggravating to 
me. I have thoroughly reviewed the plans and schematics presented in May 2014. It is my opinion 
that the current plan/design for US 281 is very good and would tremendously improve traffic flow 
and safety, while reducing delays and pollution. While I would certainly advocate keeping the per 
mile toll rates as low as possible, I do understand the need to charge tolls for some of the new lanes 
and in my opinion this should not be an impediment to moving forward with the project. After all, 
these tolls will only affect some of the new lanes and none of the existing lanes. One 
suggestion/recommendation regarding the toll/managed lanes would be to allow free passage on 
the managed lanes for vehicles with two or more passengers without requiring some sort of 
permitting or licensing--just like most HOV lanes do elsewhere in the country. Please proceed with 
this project and the construction at the earliest possible date! Thank you! 

Website 9, 15 

209 I think you have done a fantastic job. I can either spend money on gasoline idling in crawling traffic 
and hurting our ozone-levels or pay a toll to move freely. I choose moving. I'm 51 and hope I'm still 
alive to see it complete. 

Website 9 

210 I don't know why but, I apparently checked all the boxes below on my first submittal. No, I do not 
work for TxDOT, I do not do business with TXDOT and I cannot benefit monetarily from this project. I 
just want it done and over with. 

Website Comment noted and 
considered. 

211 I attended the recent open house on May 8th on behalf of my client, HEB Grocery Company, to 
review potential impacts to any of the four properties they own that are adjacent to this project. We 
have the following comments: need confirmation that access rights will not be limited on any of the 
four tracts HEB owns. This information was not provided at the open house. Need elevation 
information on proposed roads to ensure there is safe ingress/egress from properties to frontage 
roads. Ramps should be positioned so customers do not have to go through more than 1 traffic signal 
to access a property - for instance northbound traffic access to the store at the northwest corner of 
Evan and 281. It appears customers will have to go through signalized intersections at Encino Rio and 
Evans to get to the store. This could be addressed by evaluating the location of the exit ramp OR by 
creating a turnaround at Encino Commons for northbound traffic to uturn under the main lanes, then 
head south for safe access into the site on the west side of 281.  

Website Specific Response 
See Section 5.2 

212 no toll roads PERIOD! Website Comment noted and 
considered. 
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213 I oppose both build alternatives. These projects will encourage more sprawl development (about 
19,000 acres, according to the plan) and tens of thousands of more vehicles per day on the roads. 
Even with tolls (widely disliked) they will never pay for themselves. They will add impermeable 
surfaces and damage the aquifer, our cheapest, cleanest source of drinking water. Even with 
managed lanes, they will not do enough to enhance multi-person and public transit, and so will not 
comply with MPO 2035 and TIP. They will further degrade endangered and threatened species 
habitat, and the mitigations are all speculative and unfunded. There is no provision for the NAAQS 
non-attainment that will exist before or shortly after construction may begin, and the project will 
surely worsen air quality. Provisions for pedestrian and bike traffic are "preliminary" and largely 
traditional shared lane concepts that are unsafe and unattractive. This project is almost half a billion 
dollars of misdirected expense that will not solve the mobility problems it attempts to address, at 
least not within the context of threatened air and water quality, and regional plans that call for much 
more public transit. More lanes, even 12-14, never solve congestion for long, only encouraging more 
traffic. This money urgently needs to be spent to greatly expand public transit options to this area, 
encouraging TOD, while providing more incentives for in-fill development rather than continued 
private vehicle based sprawl. The no build alternative should be chosen, and the entire process 
should be redone to provide real long term transit solutions that will protect the EA, our air quality, 
and comply with MPO 2035. 

Website 6, 10, 13, 27 

214 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

I am in favor of the complete, non-toll expressway option. I am Opposed to all Toll Lanes and all Tolls. 
Tolls are a tax. Taxes go up every year. Tolls will climb to 50 cents a mile. The average cost to travel 
this new toll road is $2,000-$4,000 a year Can’t exit toll lanes until Stone Oak The RMA’s tollway 
design only allows drivers to enter/exit the middle toll lanes at Sonterra and Stone Oak. The majority 
of the traffic in the 281 corridor travels between those two points. If none of those travelers can 
enter/exit the toll lanes to get to their homes that squeezes a ton of drivers into fewer highway lanes 
than we have now. So all local traffic (between Loop 1604 and Stone Oak Pkwy.) will be scrunched 
into two non-toll highway lanes when today there are three (each direction).There is no non-toll 
expressway option north of Stone Oak The four non-toll expressway lanes will disappear north of 
Stone Oak Pkwy. When all six expressway lanes will become toll lanes. All the lanes driven on today 
for FREE will be converted to toll lanes - a massive DOUBLE TAX! Those who can’t afford tolls will be 
forced to exit to the frontage roads at Stone Oak Pkwy causing a major traffic back-up & permanent 
congestion for local residents. Can’t access Loop 1604 or local neighborhoods from toll lanes Anyone 
headed from/to Hwy 281 from Loop 1604 will not be able to access the toll lanes even if they wanted 
to. The only way to access the new northern ramps to 1604 will be from the non-toll lanes. So, once 
again, all the traffic needing to travel on Loop 1604 will NOT have the option of doing so from the toll 
lanes. They’ll be squeezed into four non-toll highway lanes when today there are six. A significant 

Website 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 13, 14, 15, 17, 18, 
19, 23 
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214, Continued. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

number of travelers need to take Loop 1604 and do not continue heading south on 281 toward 
downtown. Tolls are cutting off access to needed routes. The ‘preferred alternative’ being promoted 
is designing permanent congestion in the corridor. Tolls will be charged in perpetuity The Alamo 
Regional Mobility Authority (RMA) has stated that it plans to charge tolls on 281 in perpetuity. This 
will be a PERMANENT NEW TAX on driving. Even if I never take the toll lanes, the cost of everything I 
buy will go up because businesses will now be paying tolls to get their goods and services to market. 
So everybody will pay more. Tolls displace traffic onto neighborhood streets People try to avoid 
paying tolls, so they find alternate routes to bypass the toll lanes. Studies show tolls displace traffic 
onto surrounding neighborhood streets and increase accidents and congestion on local streets. I 
cannot afford to pay 50¢ a mile to get to work. The Proposed Toll Road plan morphed from a 
completed, streamlined expressway design (upgrading the corridor adding two new lanes, needed 
overpasses, and access roads) to a hybrid toll-transit-HOV mix with fewer non-toll highway lanes 
than we have today — non-toll lanes that cease at Stone Oak Parkway want the ‘preferred 
alternative’ (or option) to be: the ‘COMPLETE NON-TOLL EXPRESSWAY OPTION.’ The proposed Toll 
plan does NOT meet the purpose and need of the project, which is to improve mobility and relieve 
congestion in the corridor. The non-toll highway lanes adjacent to the middle HOV/Transit toll lanes 
will remain congested without new added capacity. The section north of Stone Oak Pkwy. that turns 
into a toll-only highway (no free highway lanes) will not meet the purpose and need of the project 
since it will displace traffic avoiding the toll onto frontage roads and neighborhood streets creating 
permanent congestion in the corridor and an underutilized tollway (like SH 130). The 9 overpasses 
planned in just 7 miles IS DRIVING UP THE COST. That’s OVERKILL, not every subdivision needs its 
own overpass. Each one costs about $10 million, so eliminating some of the overpasses would shave 
cost and help make a non-toll option more affordable. Second, the plan also includes an extravagant, 
exclusive Via transit lane and direct connect ramp ($56 million is the estimate available) to its 
planned Park-N-Ride facility at the corner of Stone Oak Pkwy. and Hwy 281. It’s estimated to be up to 
75 feet in the air (as tall as the southern direct connect interchange ramps at 1604). The Via exclusive 
transit lane and ramp can only be accessed in two places – just north of Evans Road near the HEB and 
just north of Stone Oak Pkwy. The lanes dump into the toll lanes in the center of 281 so the transit 
riders needing to travel to Loop 1604 can’t take the transit lanes. It’s designed for travelers who are 
headed south of Loop 1604 on Hwy 281 with very limited stops until downtown. Anyone who has to 
travel to Loop 1604 cannot exit the Park-N-Ride using the ramp; those travelers are dumped onto 
Stone Oak Pkwy. Any buses needing to get to 1604 will be forced to take Stone Oak Pkwy. Since the 
transit lane doesn’t even connect to 1604, it doesn’t connect to all the major destinations and job 
centers along 1604 and I-10 (like USAA, UTSA, & the Medical Center), so it limits riders exclusively to 
north-south travel only. Much of the 281 traffic heading south peels off at 1604 & is not headed all 

Website 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Comment 214, Continued. 
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214, Continued. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

the way downtown. Third, the project includes bike & pedestrian pathways throughout the entire 7 
mile corridor adding unnecessary cost. Bikes & pedestrians can safely travel along the planned 
frontage roads. Fourth, the project also includes ‘context sensitive solutions’ like artistic elements, 
accent lighting, rain gardens, etc. All of these extra costs need to be eliminated. The money is there 
to fix 281 WITHOUT tolls The excuse to toll 281 is there’s not enough money. But the expansion and 
overpasses were fully funded through 2008 when that tax money disappeared. Still today, the 
financing for the project is NOT backed by tolls. $228 million is non-toll tax money ($60 million is for 
the interchange ramps). The remaining $230 million will be a loan from TxDOT or the federal 
government. Local politicians just doubled Bexar County registration fees. They’re already using half 
of it, $70 million, to build NON-toll lanes on 1604 (at a cost of roughly $20 million/mile yet 281 
supposedly costs $48 million/mile - something’s wrong with this picture). Taking the 1604 example, 
to fix 7.8 miles on 281 at $20 million/mile would cost $156 million–add in the $85 million still needed 
for right of way & that’s $241 million, yet the RMA claims it’s $458 million. Why not spend the other 
$70 million in registration fees toward completing 281 without tolls? Why not nix the exclusive Via 
ramp to shave cost (est. $56 million) or nix some of the extraneous overpasses or bike paths? The 
answer is politics. Our representatives in the 281 corridor have let over $1 billion in non-toll road 
taxes slip by and spent it on everything BUT 281.Taxpayers on the hook for the losses The toll road 
isn’t remotely financially viable (can’t pay for itself with just the toll payers), so the RMA will use the 
taxpayers as their bailout plan and loan guarantor by using a State Infrastructure Bank loan from 
TxDOT or a taxpayer-backed federal TIFIA loan rather than bonds backed exclusively by tolls (that 
taxpayers aren’t responsible for repaying). Cash toll payers will be charged more & the HOV ‘catch’ 
Since the tolling will be all electronic, you have to be registered with the government & give them 
access to your bank account. A TollTag is required to get a lower toll rate (toll rate range: 17-50 cents 
a mile). Those who get billed by mail will pay 33-50% higher toll rates. HOV must be pre-registered 
with the government & have an active TollTag (that costs money to keep open). It requires 3 or more 
people to be in your car. So just hopping into the HOV/toll lane to go to lunch with colleagues won’t 
count as a qualified HOV ‘free ride.’ Moms in minivans shuttling kids to soccer practice also won’t 
qualify either unless you register in advance and meet the qualifications as a ‘registered, declared’ 
carpool vehicle. No meaningful study of economic impacts to residents, businesses, employees in the 
corridor as required by federal law (NEPA) The Draft EIS acknowledges (Vol I, Chap. 3 p. 215) traffic 
trying to avoid paying tolls will be displaced onto neighborhood streets. This affects safety, schools, 
property values, quality of life, and access to gainful employment. The tolled options DO NOT meet 
the purpose and need of the project when it will merely displace congestion into neighborhoods, 
rather than relieve it. Driving congested, stop-light ridden frontage roads is NOT an efficient nor 
effective alternative to freeway lanes. The EIS claims if someone can’t afford tolls, they can use the 

Website 
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214, Continued. frontage roads. Making those who can’t afford tolls second class citizens relegated to congested free 
routes is not only patently unfair (especially since they’re paying gas tax for state highways), it’s 
discriminatory and inefficient. 

Website Comment 214, Continued. 

215 I strongly support the improvements along US281. I live very close to 281 and it is my primary route 
of travel for everything. 

Website Comment noted and 
considered. 

216 We need congestion relief and if we need to implement toll lanes than I am all for it. Website Comment noted and 
considered. 

217 Thank you so much for continuing to try to improve this section of roadway. I live 6 miles outside 
Loop 1604 along US 18, so I am greatly affected by what will or will not be done to this roadway. We 
have spent too much time and money "studying" this stretch of roadway and meanwhile congestion 
keeps on getting worst and developers continue to build. I am all for frontage roads, overpasses, 
highway lanes and managed lanes....Options! That is all that can be provided and leave it to everyone 
to decide. Please just begin construction soon. 

Website 9 

218 Why do you want to punish those who live in Comal County & work in SA by making them pay a toll? 
What options do they have but to find an alternate route to work? I guess you think this is going to 
solve traffic congestion. I would bet my next retirement check that not one person on the Alamo 
RMA will pay ant tolls! Let the taxpayers vote on it! 

Website 12, 23 

219 I attended the 281 North Improvement Project meeting on May 08. I do not want any toll road on 
any section of US Hwy 281. All motorists already pay a tax on motor fuels to fund public road 
construction and maintenance. Paying tolls on roads is a double taxation. If there are insufficient 
revenues generated to build and maintain our roads, raise the fuel tax - on everyone. The toll, we 
were told at the May 08 meeting, can be as high as $0.50 per mile. For my commute from Bulverde 
into the airport, the tolls will be more than the cost of all the gas I use to drive the entire round trip. 
Plus, I am paying taxes on all of that gas to build and maintain public roads. I don't believe a VIA park 
and ride facility at Stone Oak Parkway is an appropriate use of funds for the citizens who live in the 
area. I don't believe the cost of the facility can or will be justified by the number of persons riding the 
buses. If the demographics change in the future, add it at that point. I favor scaling back the project 
to just the section from 1604 to just north of Stone Oak Parkway. That is the section that causes the 
vast majority of the congestion. Add new lanes in the existing median with three overpasses over the 
three main cross streets for that section and leave the roads north the way they are. If more lanes 
are needed to the north later, pave the median. Building the "super street" helped the congestion 
significantly. Creative ideas like that are what are needed to affordably reduce traffic congestion on 
281. 

Website 3, 6, 15, 25 
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220 I have never been in favor of toll roads. Had the improvements that were funded years ago, ie the 
bridges at the critical intersections, been built instead of that funding diverted (stolen) the traffic 
issue would not be the issue it is today. As the growth continued in the area and beyond, it was the 
responsibility of TxDOT and the elected officials to make the necessary improvements to the streets, 
frontage roads and traffic lights. Now they are proposing toll roads. This is like the thief that steals 
your car and then sells it back to you. Our tax dollars are being stolen from us and we are being 
saddled with this "solution". Until the politicians and the developers are forced to address the issue 
of streets this will continue to be a problem. If this passes, then don't be surprised when Blanco Rd., 
Bulverde Rd. and any other road or street that meets the tolling agenda is targeted. HOLD THEIR 
FEET TO THE FIRE AND MAKE THEM DO THE RIGHT THING!! 

Website 3, 14 

221 I have lived in the Estates at Stonegate off of Hwy 281 since 1990. Until recent years, the drive was 
relatively clear and unobstructed, with traffic flowing at or near the speed limit. I have witnessed the 
congestion from new, dense development in the area (inappropriately dense, to my mind). I agree 
that the congestion needs to be relieved, although the superstreet configuration has helped 
considerably, at least when the proper light timing sequence is maintained. I expect traffic loads to 
increase as the Hill Country continues to be overdeveloped. However, I am annoyed that I will be 
required to pay tolls to continue to have unrestricted highway access to my neighborhood. I have no 
other realistic transportation options than Hwy 281. My family frequently travels in both directions, 
both north and south, so we will face toll roads in either direction. While I understand that the access 
roads will be untolled, they will not provide the same highway access that we historically utilized. I 
suspect that the highway authority will have a strong incentive to make the free access roads slow 
and inconvenient, because it will need for as many cars as possible to elect to use the toll lanes. 
There necessarily must be an inherent disincentive for through traffic use of the free access lanes 
instead of the tolled access lanes, to maintain the revenue stream from tolling. I do not know how 
much the tolls will be. If they are cheap enough, then perhaps that factor will encourage use of the 
toll lanes, but there is no way I can evaluate that factor, which is a critical element in the overall 
design. Finally, it rankles me that our local authorities are promoting a streetcar project that will 
largely benefit one tourist development and a few other well connected developers, but they cannot 
find funds to improve the entire stretch of Hwy 281, which will be a major benefit to tens of 
thousands of local residents. The amount of people using Hwy 281 in one morning will exceed any 
realistic estimate of the number of people who would use this streetcar in a year. Our funding 
priorities are wrong on this matter. 

Website 3, 4, 15, 18, 25 
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222 I want the Complete Non-Toll Expressway Option. I do not want a toll road. I live just north of 
Marshall road and I am opposed to a gigantic toll road in my community. I don't want to pay toll to 
drive to the grocery store or to work, and I don't want to pay for the project with tax dollars when 
everyone realizes that it is not self-funded. This project reeks of waste and special interests among 
the cronies at the Texas Department of Transportation. I have nothing to do with TxDOT. Please bury 
this project once and for all! 

Website 3, 18 

223 As a tax paying home owner, I strongly object to this plan to make 281, Borgfeld to 1604 a toll road. 
All this plan would accomplish is to make the taxpayer responsible in perpetuity for a massive double 
taxation and the huge dumping of traffic onto residential side roads because access roads to on-off 
this toll road would be seriously limited or covered by proposed 7 overpasses. Non-toll roads would 
become 2 lanes instead of the 3 lanes each way as they are now. Please STOP THIS PLAN. 

Website 3, 4, 15, 17, 18 

224 I was very impressed with the thoughtful design for the improvements to US 281 and the 1604 
interchange. I strongly support the preferred alternative and I urge you to begin construction as soon 
as possible. 

Website 9 

225 I am excited about the prospect of improvements to 281 from 1604 to Borgfeld. The improvements 
are needed for obvious reasons to support increase population growth to the area and further north. 
It also increases access to area amenities. Please do not include any managed or toll lanes. Tolls will 
increase congestion on surface streets by those who want to avoid the toll fees. Tolls will increase 
travel costs for those living in the area. 

Website 3, 5, 17 

226 You have severally misused our tax money and I don't want toll roads on Hwy 281. If you keep 
misusing our taxes it will come home to roost on you. 

Website 3 

227 I would appreciate the freeway not being so high, so that I cannot see it from my back yard, which 
faces 281. I would also appreciate a sound barrier asap, this should of been put in over 10 years ago, 
once the traffic started increasing. 

Website 21, 26 

228 I think it is a great design and believe it will be a big success in relieving the congestion along 281. I 
sell new homes in the town of Bulverde and am looking forward to using the toll road. It worked 
great in Dallas and believe the same for San Antonio. Thank you for your efforts. 

Website Comment noted and 
considered. 

229 Please reconsider this plan. Adding toll roads will make this part of San Antonio unbearable. Our 
family moved up here to get away from highways and traffic. Adding lanes to an existing road and 
tolling them will move the traffic to side streets. Canyon Golf will become a nightmare with people 
using it to avoid tolls. Why can't they just build overpasses at the main intersections? Did anyone 
even consider this option? 

Website 14, 17 
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230 I would like to see a revised plan that does not toll (or manage) lanes to the county line. I do not 
believe in taking an existing road and tolling regular traffic on it. At the very least I would accept free 
lanes and managed lanes on a controlled access road up to the city of Bulverde. It makes no sense to 
build toll lanes and move free traffic onto congested side streets. Most importantly - let's get 
SOMETHING done already. You guys are going to study this to death and never get anything built. 

Website 3, 4, 9, 23 

231 Toll roads should NOT BE AN OPTION. Only build lanes as we have the funding WITHOUT tolling. It 
may take longer, but is well worth it. 

Website 3 

232 Lack of a viable free road alternative after Stone Oak Pkwy. Toll Roads are regressive tax on the poor 
and there are plenty of users on that 281 road that are minimum wage earners! E.g. HEB workers, 
janitors, farmers and ranchers. Shame on you guys. 

Website 2, 23 

233 We want a NON-TOLL option. The people have requested this repeatedly. Bring it to a vote if you 
really want our opinions. 

Website 3, 12 

234 The plan looks great! Website Comment noted and 
considered. 

235 We pay gas tax to fund roads; no tolls. Why are tolls a continuous issue, it has been defeated at the 
ballot more than once and is constantly forced on us. TXDOT could care less about public opinion. 
TXDOT should be restructured to answer to the people that vote. 

Website 3 

236 While I, like all folks, like "free" it just isn't a possibility to build the right roads free at this time. I 
support the option of Toll roads as long as there are free frontage roads available. In addition 
overpasses at Encino Rio, Redland and Evans would be great. The existing "super street" isn't so 
super and we should have gone with the proposed methods long ago. 

Website 18, 25 

237 The US 281 highway improvements are long overdue. Building this new highway is greatly needed for 
those of us who live along this corridor and must endure traffic congestion every day. TxDOT's plan is 
thoughtful, providing free main lanes throughout the entire corridor. As far as this citizen and his 
family are concerned, this new facility will greatly improve our quality of life by getting us home 
sooner after a long day’s work, and without having to pay a toll!. Please hurry!! 

Website 9 

238 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Let's see. We paid for 281 improvements already via gasoline taxes, currently diverted. Then the 
funds were available and contractors were days away from starting work, when suddenly something 
happened, and work mysteriously was cut off. This is nothing more than a tax, a way to extract more 
money from Texans. The plea that tolls are needed to pay for the improvements is simply false. If it 
were true, there would be no need for perpetual tolls. And like most (all?) toll roads, even the tolls 
will not pay for the project, since it will not be self-supporting, and will require infusion of additional 
taxes to support it. Just follow the money. That will tell you why politicians are pushing this toll road. 
By the way, I wonder how many of the "presenters" at the open house stood to gain financially from 

Website 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

3,14,15 
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238, Continued. a toll road. Website Comment 238, Continued. 

239 It is obvious that this entire project has been expanded to include non-highway features to run up 
the cost so tolls are required (per TXDOT presentations).I strenuously object to this entire process 
based on the actual need for highway expansion WITHOUT all the fluff projects being added. In prior 
meetings with TXDOT on the same project budget numbers were mentioned that would allow the 
entire project to be completed with existing funds if all the additional high cost items were left out of 
the project. It is easy for bureaucrats to spend OUR money by dreaming up add-ons to the project to 
increase costs and scope. That is where the problem lies with everything that has been proposed for 
this and other projects. All items that are NOT directly highway and frontage road, bridge, 
interchanges on this project should be deleted and the project should be built immediately using 
existing funds and NO TOLLS should be charged for use of this project. 

Website 3, 6, 10 

240 I support the preferred alternative!! Website Comment noted and 
considered. 

241 It seems the regional authority can understand simple words like NO Toll Roads. The current 
"preferred" toll road scheme is designed to tax or toll those driving on a STATE highway to enter San 
Antonio. There are no free highway lanes for those traveling 281 south or north from stone oak 
Parkway. In simple words you lied and stole already paid for STATE of TEXAS highway lanes and 
replaced them with toll lanes. The new plan will increase traffic accidents at the toll road entrance 
and exit at the Comal / Bexar county line. Eliminating the toll road and building a true limited access 
highway would cost half the current toll road cost and could be done with existing highway funds. Let 
the Lawsuits began! 

Website 2, 3, 5, 23, 25 

242 This needs to be a completely toll free road. It is frustrating and embarrassing that TxDOT cannot or 
is not willing to provide needed roads to north San Antonio that is has to the rest of the city without 
tolls. The proposed road looks good, and in fact, it looks like the road south of 1604, EXCEPT THEY 
ARE NOT TOLLED. Does the impact statement include a section on how the low income people 
cannot afford to pay the $2,000/year toll tax to use hwy 281? I traveled 281 all last week at rush hour 
and there was no unbearable traffic because of the cost effective Supper Street. We need more ideas 
like that implemented. Implement a toll-free road or do nothing. 

Website 2 

243 As someone who lives just south of the 1604/281 intersection and who regularly travels US 281, this 
is long overdue! I appreciate the thoroughness of the study; however the managed lanes should have 
been constructed back in 2007. Those citizens who do not understand the roadway design and 
construction process should listen to others who work within the processes regularly and not stand 
in the way of reducing the excessive pollution and congestion on this portion of US 281! 

Website Comment noted and 
considered. 
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244 I support the preferred alternative improvements. Website Comment noted and 
considered. 

245 Quit trying to sell us on a toll road which is the most expensive solution to bad planning and 
management. The few drivers in favor of tolls don't care what it costs. Just say no to toll roads! 

Website 3 

246 I support the preferred alternative. Website Comment noted. 

247 1. The justification for making the Stone Oak to Borgfeld Road express lanes toll only is irrational: if 
you were really trying to pay for the roadway expansion, all lanes from 1604 to Borgfeld would be 
tolled, especially those from 1604 to Stone Oak since those are the ones which have the most traffic, 
thus would generate the most tolls. 2. The two way access road from Borgfeld Road north to the end 
of the frontage road will prove unworkable, if not dangerous: truckers pulling aggregate from the 
creek bottom and surrounding fields use the current northbound frontage to enter the creek bed and 
then exit the creek bed southbound on the west side of US 281. Putting both the entry and exit 
routes for these truckers on the east side of 281 puts them in conflict with traffic from Bulverde UMC 
and Kiddie Koop child care facilities, placing all the passenger traffic in greater risk than they have 
ever been before. 3. Northbound traffic exiting Bulverde UMC, Kiddie Koop and the other 
commercial ventures on the east side of 281 north of Borgfeld will now have to travel southbound 
1/2 mile+ to go northbound on 281. Surely you can do better than that. 

Website Specific Response 
See Section 5.2 

248 Making 281 a toll road is just a city money maker. It will NOT help the flow of traffic; in fact it will 
create traffic problems in other areas as drivers find alternate routes. Even with the addition of 
frontage roads will not help with traffic flow. Toll roads are never the answer. As the population 
continues to grow in San Antonio more, accessible roads will be needed to move the traffic. Toll 
roads will discourage people from moving to this area because they won't want to pay the price or 
deal with the traffic nightmares that are bound to happen. Please, please, please don't make 281 a 
toll road. 

Website 3, 5, 17, 18 

249 This is one the worst encroachments on personal rights ever. It is poorly designed, by giving no 
access to or from 1604 from the toll lanes, no free lane options north of Stone Oak, and no exits 
south of Stone Oak for Redland Rd, Encino Rio, or Evens. This damages access for both residential 
and commercial locations. It is assumed by those who hate the Northside that the only people who 
will bear the financial burden of this toll road is those on the Northside, but many people from less 
affluent parts of town will also bear the burden just to get to and from their jobs in the affected area. 
As long as 12 years ago this project was started, and at that time there was a no-toll funding source. 
Now certain politicians anticipate a huge payback for forcing this current project down the throats of 
the people. These corrupt politicians both elected and non-elected should be removed and replaced 
with better people. 

Website 2, 14, 18, 23 
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250 We live in Comal County north of San Antonio. US 281 is our route to San Antonio for banking, 
shopping, medical visits and twice monthly treatments. Additionally dining, movies, airport etc. are 
all in San Antonio. The US 281 proposal converts our present free lanes to toll lanes. The only free 
lanes are actually frontage roads and will have multiple stop lights between Stone Oak and the Comal 
County line where the roadway remains a freeway. The traffic flow problem is stop lights. ALL of 
these problems can be solved by overpasses and no left turns from intersecting roads, similar to the 
present "Super Street" which cost less than $10M. Overpasses and more supper street costs much 
less that any toll plan. Please do what is fiscally sound and morally right. We do NOT need a toll road. 

Website 4, 14, 23, 25 

251 The northbound exit ramp for Trinity Park should be shifted to the south to allow safer and easier 
access to the Trinity Oaks Subdivision and the businesses located on the northbound frontage road. 

Website 11 

252 The northbound exit ramp at Trinity Park should be shifted to the south to allow safer access to the 
Trinity Oaks Subdivision. 

Website 11 

253 The northbound exit ramp for Trinity Park should be shifted to the south to allow safer and easier 
access to the Trinity Oaks Subdivision and the businesses located on the northbound frontage road. 

Website 11 

254 No road in Texas, especially an existing road with a federal designation, should be upgraded or built 
as a toll road. Since the change to the Texas Constitution, TxDOT has violated the intent of the 
amendment and has not built one toll road with the adjacent separate parallel road providing the 
same services without a toll. All toll road plans currently in progress should be stopped and done as 
free roads, and existing toll roads should either have the required free parallel non-restricted 
highway built or the toll roads should be declared non-toll. TxDOT and all the highway planning 
authorities are violating the law for their own personal gain. Further, toll roads built and managed by 
foreign companies or countries are being given land belonging to the citizens of Texas, making that 
gift by our Government without all Texans being allowed to vote on that giveaway a violation of our 
rights under both Texas and U.S. constitutions. 

Website 3, 4, 15 

255 It seems unfair for north 281 to be to be non-tolled outside 1604 and then have the tolls begin after 
Stone Oak. It seems like San Antonio wants the tax money from people residing outside city limits. 
Also, $0.50/mile seems unreasonable. What will the price be for those with the TX toll pass? 

Website 15, 23 
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256 281 has been a "Freeway" since before I was born bought and paid for with our gas taxes. In 2001 
when I attended a TxDOT meeting I was promised freeway expansion within a couple of years. Now 
the city has grown up and past this area of town and we've been fighting over converting our 
freeway into a toll road for years. Whoever came up with this new "plan" needs to review it. Lots of 
bottle necks. We don't need a special VIA bus lane. There are From Stone Oak to county line is a 
mess. Can't get onto 1604. To many overpasses, every subdivision doesn't need an overpass. No 
need to keep going. This "plan" for a 281 toll road is not workable and will end up with a bigger mess 
than we already have. Do a real freeway with not toll lanes one over pass at a time if you have to till 
its completed all the way to the county line. Cost of business is going to go way up for everyone 
along this corridor. I shouldn't have to pay to get home, school, grocery store and church. Tolls 
forever are not an option. I would have never bought my house in Encino Park if I knew you were 
going to throw up a toll booth on my main artery to and from work. signed, an unhappy tax payer 

Website 3, 4, 5, 6, 18, 23 

257 NO TOLL ROADS, THE ARE NOT VIABLE--besides we need cars on the roads to produce CO2 to feed 
the trees & scrubs to clean the air for humans. I drive, or walk around and notice the abundance of 
foliage in my neighborhood. I think we are doing a good job on the environment as you can now put 
a car in a closed garage, start the motor and stay in the garage and you will not die. There is a truck 
that emits cleaner air than it takes in--WOW here's to human ingenuity. I could not believe the 
environmentalist killed a spider to study it to save it--where is the wisdom?????If you really cared 
about what we thought you would not being the things you are doing--put our road money on roads-
-NO TOLL ROADS--we are Texans, Independent to drive wherever we need-- 

Website 3 

258 It's not so much the environmental impact of the toll road route I'm concerned about: it's the impact 
on every other non-toll roadway in the vicinity. Please, no more toll roads. I have family in San 
Antonio I come to see often. And the one thing I've noticed about tolls is that it causes more 
crowding on free roads and, thus, more idling and drive-time.  

Website 17 

259 As the Executive Director of Bike Texas, the statewide bicycle and pedestrian advocacy and education 
organization, I am concerned about US 281. The plans for US 281, which only accommodate people 
in cars, are unacceptable. This corridor will be unsafe for people on foot or on bikes if these plans go 
through. San Antonio has a Complete Streets policy and a vision for the city that includes active 
transportation. To build a corridor that ignores these alternative modes sets up San Antonio for more 
congestion and a lower quality of life when citizens cannot safely move around in their own city 
without using an automobile. A 14’ outside lane is hardly safe accommodation for bikes, given the 
expected speed and traffic volume on US 281. If San Antonio is serious about moving people around 
the city safely, multi-use paths should be included in the plans for US 281. Please make this road a 
true transportation corridor by planning for all modes to use this space. 

Website 10 
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260 The decision to turn already paid for interstate or US highways into toll roads that do NOT make 
enough revenue to cover the turnover to tolls which will ONLY benefit the elite and wealthy and 
seriously inconvenience the lower and middle class workers. This trend is pushing America towards a 
serf and landlord type of ruling class which is over 2000 years dated as a failure. Unless you begin to 
protect the working class, you will severely cripple an already troubled economy and push America 
to eventual total ruin! 

Website 2, 3, 4, 15 

261 I, along with most if not all my fellow neighbors along 281, suffered through the idiocy of your "super 
street". It was employed because some other city used it. Did it work any better than it did here. I'm 
sure not. Yet millions of dollars were wasted on this stupid project that adds more traffic lights to the 
commute in an effort to speed up traffic. That's like during the Vietnam war when LBJ stated we 
were bombing the country for peace! Now, instead of using that funding spent on the "super Street" 
towards a reasonable and common sense approach to the problem, 2 ramps were installed to 
connect Loop 1604 only with 281 south bound. These ramps, although helpful at times, do nothing to 
address the vast amount of traffic blocking access to the ramps since it backs up for several miles 
before you get to the ramps on 281. And we got more stop lights which aren't even synchronized 
properly and add to the problem. Now after all this injury to the residents here, you want to spend 
the next 5-10 years trying to do it right but charge us more for it. No way. This will cause a problem in 
the surrounding communities as residents avoid paying tolls just to get home. The traffic has caused 
them to spend 45 minutes on a trip that should take 10 minutes. But after the "super street" fiasco, 
that 45 minute trip has been reduced to about 43 minutes at a cost of millions. Let's use some 
common sense and take the ridiculous politics out of the equation. 

Website 3, 17, 25 

262 It is puzzling to me how you think you can toll an existing Federal Hwy. that was built by taxpayer 
funds! Well, they always say "Follow The Money Trail". Are you afraid of a vote? Something smells 
here!!!!!! 

Website 4, 12 

263 The proposed toll roads on 281 will not help the drive from north of town to downtown. I've been 
driving 281 for 20 years. If you put toll roads in north of 1604 you'll just make the congestion at 
Bitters Rd and then down by St. Mary's even worse! Figure out a way to alleviate the traffic jam from 
Bulverde to down town San Antonio. Your proposed toll roads are just a band aid. 

Website 28 

264 NO TOLL ROADS!!!! USE STREETCAR MONEY TO BUILD ROADS!!!!!!! Website 3 

265 I am extremely opposed to the proposed toll roads in northern Bexar county. Other financing must 
be found for the much-needed expansion. Any tolls should be collected only by a municipal entity, 
not a PPP and should last only until the tolled lanes are paid for. 

Website 3, 15 
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266 Don't toll 281. Just put in overpasses as we have already paid for this through gas tax. The toll plans 
are not well thought thru this project as there will be no exits off at key intersections & no free lanes 
from stone oak north. 

Website 3, 14, 18, 23 

267 I am completely opposed to toll roads in any form. We should be having discussions about how to 
use the taxes already in place properly, not adding a new tax. If tolls are implemented on 281 I would 
consider changing my place of residence. I want a complete non-toll freeway solution implemented 
as my preferred alternative. 

Website 3 

268 Please complete non-toll expressway as the preferred alternative. We the people DO NOT WANT 
TOLL ROADS. There are other alternatives to toll roads. Let’s put this issue on the ballot. 

Website 3, 12 

269 WE DO NOT WANT ANY TOLL ROADS!!! 281 north of 1604 should have had overpasses done way 
back when the money was there for it!!! West side gets Nationwide, Allstate and other large 
companies but no toll roads for them?? Discrimination for sure. Put tolls by Toyota, they make big 
bucks and can afford tolls, everybody working 1604/281 are retail/fast food and make minimum 
wage cannot afford to pay tolls! Do not toll 1604 EITHER! AT ALL. It will lower our property values as 
people will not want to deal with toll roads headaches. Get these lemons out of office. Sure would 
like to make their salaries!! 

Website 1, 2, 3, 14 

270 NO NO NO NO!!! Website Comment noted and 
considered. 

271 I am strongly opposed to the tolling of US281. It should be a free expressway from 1604 to the Comal 
County line. I paid for this road through the gas tax. A toll amounts to double taxation for local 
traffic. A tax not shared by residents in other parts of the city. 

Website 3 

272 Overpasses should have been built a few years ago, anticipating the growth in that area of Bexar 
County! Encino Rio, Evans, Stone Oak, Marshall, at least. U.S. 281 should be 3 lanes all the way out to 
Borgfeld Rd. I guess the money was spent elsewhere. What a crime! Now it's gotten so bad in this 
area, it's going to be hard to fix the problem, without making it worse! Nice going, whoever is 
responsible for this fiasco! 

Website 3, 14 

273 I am opposed to tolling on US Highway 281. We have already paid taxes to build US Highway 
281.Paying a toll to travel the highway amounts to double taxation. 

Website 3 

274 Toll roads on 281 discriminate against those who live in the neighborhoods off that highway. I don't 
have to pay tolls to go back and forth from my job to my home. Why should they? We pay our taxes 
which should include basics like good roads to drive on. Perhaps the big time developers who built 
those thousands of houses out 281 should have to contribute to the "road funds". They knew the 
"old" 281 was not sufficient for the number of homes they were building but evidently it wasn't 
THEIR problem. They made their profits and just moved on. 

Website 3, 17 
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275 As a resident in the Stone Oak area directly affected by the 281 expansion project, I greatly oppose 
toll roads because there is no access to 1604 from toll lanes, there are no exits between Sonterra and 
Stone Oak and there are no free expressway lanes north of Stone Oak. We are a family of 5 and one 
of our children is special needs, requiring easy access to various physicians throughout San Antonio. 
It is unfair to double tax us and charge us to visit established, crucial medical care. Please do not 
place toll roads on 281. 

Website 3, 18, 23 

276 For the record, I am opposed to the proposed 281 toll plan that is being forced upon the taxpayers. A 
solution to 281 congestion was created and fully funded over a decade ago, but the funding was 
raided and diverted to other projects so as to leave open the possibility of a tolled 'final solution'. Toll 
roads are the most oppressive taxation that can be imposed on the taxpayer and for some could 
easily exceed property taxes. It is unconscionable that this is even being considered when the state is 
awash in budget surplus from oil and gas revenues and while our gas tax is being diverted to areas 
having nothing to do with transportation. Those proposing this plan should be ashamed and 
embarrassed by their actions. This plane should be scrapped, and the original plan for overpasses 
resurrected. Oh, and thank you so much for spending 100 million and counting for completing 
Wurzbach Parkway instead of building 281 overpasses, completely ignoring every study of traffic 
congestion in the state. Still waiting for that one to be finished, so that next to nobody can use it. 
Well done, TxDOT. 

Website 3, 14 

277 The city of San Antonio should complete their fiduciary duty and build the bridges they were 
supposed to builder than 6 years ago without tolling (taxing) the citizens that they are collecting 
taxes from, in the subdivision they allowed to be built along the 281corridor.  

Website 3, 14 

278 The idea of trading public land to a private firm, if that is in fact what is happening, is disgusting to 
me as a born here, lived her all my life and will die here Texan. Why the state in consort with RMA 
and counties can't do this via bond offering is beyond my understanding. Granting a company the 
right to set tolls and collect (extort?) tolls from our citizens for the benefit of their owners and/or 
stockholders is an affront to every Texan whether native or naturalized! Unless service roads are 
designed for 65-70mph traffic, we will be forced to give our monies to this tolling company rather 
than to Texas based businesses. It will stifle Texas economy and that is not who we are. Please 
reconsider funding through bonds which could eventually be paid off as was the D/FW turnpike back 
30 years ago. 

Website 3, 15, 19 
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279 I am opposed to toll roads and to toll lanes. The lessons learned from other states, such as California, 
prove that toll roads are not a solution to solving traffic problems. In California they jokingly refer to 
their toll lanes as "Lexus Lanes", referring to the fact that only those who can afford to pay the high 
toll prices use the toll lanes, while everyone else is relegated to remain in the traffic gridlock. 
Additionally, toll roads will likely increase traffic on surface streets, further exacerbating the traffic 
nightmare, I hope and pray that you will seriously consider abandoning the pursuit of tolling US 281 
and other roads in and around San Antonio. Thanks you. 

Website 2, 3, 17 

280 I am writing to express my total rejection of your managed road project plan for 281. There are many 
significant flaws in your design, but the major objection I have is the high cost to ride the managed 
roads and the impact this will have on our low wage earning and minority workers. I realize that 
there will be free frontage roads, but using these will require significant greater commute time. If 
this were not true, the whole project becomes suspect. There are many appropriate ways to improve 
the traffic flow on 281 that can be accomplished without toll roads. Plans were made years ago and 
the money was allocated, but the highway department diverted the funds to other projects leaving 
the users of 281 now expected to pay for that example of government mismanagement of funds. As 
the former Mayor of Bulverde, I talk to hundreds of people who use the 281 route to commute to 
and from work in San Antonio. The vast majority of our people do not want the managed road 
project to continue. Tolling of our roads is just another form of taxation without the desire of the 
people. Why has this issue never been presented to the people who are affected by this proposal in 
the form of a public vote? I truly believe that if the issue were put on a ballot and voted on by the 
people who will be affected by this project, that the results would be a landslide NO. The highway 
department must be aware of this anti-managed 281 plan sentiment. I have attended several of your 
public meetings and have seen firsthand the opposition to this project. It is too bad the management 
of the highway department does not need public support and election to the jobs they hold. I can 
almost guarantee that if this was on a ballot, there would be a 100% change in the highway 
department leadership. Your customers are extremely unhappy with your ideas and poor production. 

Website 2, 3, 12, 14, 15, 17 

281 I drive to and from work at Jefferson Bank in Alamo Heights. All though the traffic in very often quite 
crowded, I would prefer to deal with traffic instead of paying tolls in order to commute. The extra 
expense would be hard to handle because my husband no longer has an income and I need every 
dollar I make to pay for our survival. I will probably need to find different employment if you 
continue pushing this "managed" when you mean TOLL ROADS. I wish we had an opportunity to vote 
for or against this forced taxation plan. 

Website 2, 15, 29 

282 We support efforts to make Hwy281 a toll free freeway. The toll will be a double tax on us and we do 
not support the toll road effort. Surly, we can be honest and see this will hurt a lot of people and 
make a few rich. What has happened to the common good? 

Website 3,15 



Meeting Report on the US 281 EIS Open House May 8, 2014 

Page 78 of 104 
 

Reference # 
(Please see 

Appendix E to 
search for a 

comment by name 
and the associated 

reference #.) 

Comment 
Method 

Comment was 
Received 

Response 
(Please use this number to find 

the associated comment 
response immediately below 

this table in Section 5.) 

283 I am totally against having a new tax for a new highway, toll road or whatever you want to call it on 
281 North of 1604. The proposed plan I saw will create more congested neighborhood roads, keep 
business away from shops on the highway and I don't like being taxed in addition to what I already 
pay!! This has been a total mess from the beginning and this doesn't fix it! I vote NO! 

Website 1, 3, 12, 17 

284 The on ramp to the expressway needs to be moved north so that northbound traffic from Sonterra 
Blvd can go from the frontage road to the express lanes near to the current entrance. The proposal 
shown makes this traffic wait until just prior to Evans to get on the expressway lanes. 

Website 18 

285 I am in favor of the complete, non-toll expressway option. The traffic trying to avoid paying tolls will 
be displaced onto neighborhood streets. This effects safety, schools, property values, quality of life 
and beautiful greenery and the landscape of hill country. 

Website 17 

286 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Tolls as high as 50 cents a mile! The published toll rate range is 17 cents a mile up to 50 cents a mile 
(varies based on congestion). Average cost $2,000-$4,000 a year. Big government will track every 
mile with electronic toll tag. •Can’t exit toll lanes until Stone Oak The RMA’s tollway design only 
allows drivers to enter/exit the middle toll lanes at Sonterra and Stone Oak. The majority of the 
traffic in the 281 corridor travels between those two points. If none of those travelers can enter/exit 
the toll lanes to get to their homes that squeezes a ton of drivers into fewer highway lanes than we 
have now. So all local traffic (between Loop 1604 and Stone Oak Pkwy.) will be scrunched into two 
non-toll highway lanes when today there are three (each direction). •No non-toll expressway option 
north of Stone Oak The four non-toll expressway lanes will disappear north of Stone Oak Pkwy. When 
all six expressway lanes will become toll lanes. All the lanes you drive on today for FREE will be 
converted to toll lanes - a massive DOUBLE TAX! Those who can’t afford tolls will be forced to exit to 
the frontage roads at Stone Oak Pkwy causing a major traffic back-up & permanent congestion for 
local residents. •Can’t access Loop 1604 or local neighborhoods from toll lanes Anyone headed 
from/to Hwy 281 from Loop 1604 will not be able to access the toll lanes even if they wanted to. The 
only way to access the new northern ramps to 1604 will be from the non-toll lanes. So, once again, 
all the traffic needing to travel on Loop 1604 will NOT have the option of doing so from the toll lanes. 
They’ll be squeezed into four non-toll highway lanes when today there are six. A significant number 
of travelers need to take Loop 1604 and do not continue heading south on 281 toward downtown. 
Tolls are cutting off access to needed routes. The ‘preferred alternative’ being promoted is designing 
permanent congestion in the corridor. •Tolls will be charged in perpetuity The Alamo Regional 
Mobility Authority (RMA) has stated on the record in 2009 that it plans to charge tolls on 281 in 
perpetuity. So this will be a PERMANENT NEW TAX on driving. • Cost of everything you buy will go up 
Even if you never take the toll lanes, the cost of everything you buy will go up because businesses 
will now be paying tolls to get their goods and services to market. So everybody will pay more. •Tolls 
displace traffic onto neighborhood streets People try to avoid paying tolls, so they find alternate 

Website 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1, 4, 15, 17, 18, 23 
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286, Continued. routes to bypass the toll lanes. Studies show tolls displace traffic onto surrounding neighborhood 
streets and increase accidents and congestion on local streets 

Website Comment 286, Continued. 

287 If my Family, friends and neighbors are "Taxed" twice by Toll roads in order to travel to and from our 
home, we will ALL work hard and contribute our resources to campaign against & recall everyone 
involved in this decision process. 

Website 3, 17 

288 Toll Roads discriminate between haves and have nots. Only those who can afford to pay the tolls can 
benefit from a faster commute to work while those who cannot afford to pay the tolls are forced to 
drive on congested access roads with frequent stop lights. Also the design of 281 creates even more 
congestion on the access roads and doesn't allow appropriate access to 1604. Besides, if 
transportation funds weren't diverted to other things, toll roads would be unnecessary. It is 
TAXATION WITHOUT REPRESENTATION SINCE CITIZENS HAVEN'T HAD THE OPPORTUNITY TO VOTE 
"YES" or "NO"!!!!!! 

Website 2 

289 I am strongly opposed to the 281 toll road project. As a public school teacher I could not afford the 
added expense that these tolls would impose on me. The proposed project would increase 
congestion and create more problems in particular the lack of access from Stone Oak Parkway. The 
only acceptable and responsible option is the complete non-toll expressway option. 

Website 2, 3, 5 

290 I vehemently oppose toll roads. Build a normal road NOW. I will vote against anybody associated 
with this disaster. The citizens of Bexar county deserve better 

Website 3, 12 

291 I am opposed to the implementation of a toll road to replace the main traffic lanes on US281N 
between 1605 and the Comal County line, this is negatively impact my financial condition and I also 
believe it will cause a decline in business revenue along this corridor caused by citizen avoiding the 
tolls a stop shopping at these businesses. I will be less likely to drive into San Antonio to make 
purchases. Also the proposed park and ride facility and lane will add unnecessary cost to the project 
and has not been a requirement for most citizens in this area. I have been paying gas tax and 
traveling the US281 roadway to work since 1994 along with thousands of other northern Bexar and 
Comal County citizens and strongly believe the local government officials and TxDOT have 
mismanaged these tax revenues. I do not believe they can be trusted to truthfully and honestly 
execute this project. I also believe the majority of the citizen in this area do NOT want toll roads and 
feel insulted that the RMA thinks by changing form advocating “Toll Roads” to “Managed Lane” is 
somehow better and will be accepted by most people. 

Website 1, 2, 3, 4, 6 
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292 I support the no build alternative which was not chosen. The preferred alternative is a continued 
promotion of an unsustainable transportation system that is also promoting Hill Country 
development. This development will destroy the biological diversity of the region and create more 
endangered endemic species. This is occurring by three main mechanisms: loss of habitat for native 
plants; the introduction of foreign species that do not support the endemic invertebrate species of 
the Hill Country and the loss of water in the natural landscape that remains due to the over drafting 
of aquifers. I have in Encino Park for 25 years and have directly observed the invasion of ligustrum, 
nandina, Chinese pistache, Rapistrum, Old World bluestems and many other species. The biological 
deserts that are in most yards have reduced the butterfly, bird, lizard and other species of the area. 
What is needed in this region is the redevelopment of the inner city of San Antonio and the building 
of an effective mass transit options. The spending of resources on highways to promote sprawl is a 
short term strategy that will hinder the development of more efficient transportation and leave 
everyone poorer. 

Website 6, 27 

293 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

No meaningful study of economic impacts to residents, businesses, employees in the corridor as 
required by federal law (NEPA) The Draft EIS acknowledges (Vol. I, Chap. 3 p. 215) traffic trying to 
avoid paying tolls will be displaced onto neighborhood streets. This affects safety, schools, property 
values, quality of life, and access to gainful employment. The tolled options DO NOT meet the 
purpose and need of the project when it will merely displace congestion into neighborhoods, rather 
than relieve it. Driving congested, stop-light ridden frontage roads is NOT an efficient nor effective 
alternative to freeway lanes. The EIS claims if someone can’t afford tolls, they can use the frontage 
roads. Making those who can’t afford tolls second class citizens relegated to congested free routes is 
not only patently unfair (especially since they’re paying gas tax for state highways), it’s discriminatory 
and inefficient. Current Toll Plan does NOT add ANY new highway lanes from Loop 1604 to Stone Oak 
Pkwy. The current toll plan adds no new lanes south of Stone Oak Pkwy, therefore it does NOT meet 
the purpose and need of the project, which is to improve mobility and relieve congestion in the 
corridor. The non-toll highway lanes adjacent to the middle HOV/Transit toll lanes will remain 
congested without new added capacity. The section north of Stone Oak Pkwy. That turns into a toll-
only highway (no free highway lanes) will not meet the purpose and need of the project since it will 
displace traffic avoiding the toll onto frontage roads and neighborhood streets creating permanent 
congestion in the corridor and an underutilized tollway (like SH 130).The money is there to fix 281 
WITHOUT tolls The excuse to toll 281 is there’s not enough money. But the expansion and 
overpasses were fully funded through 2008 when that tax money disappeared. Still today, the 
financing for the project is NOT backed by tolls. $228 million is non-toll tax money ($60 million is for 
the interchange ramps). The remaining $230 million will be a loan from TxDOT or the federal 
government. Local politicians just doubled Bexar County registration fees. They’re already using half 

Website 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1, 2, 3, 6, 14, 17, 23 
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293, Continued. of it, $70 million, to build NON-toll lanes on 1604 (at a cost of roughly $20 million/mile yet 281 
supposedly costs $48 million/mile – something’s wrong with this picture). Taking the 1604 example, 
to fix 7.8 miles on 281 at $20 million/mile would cost $156 million–add in the $85 million still needed 
for right of way & that’s $241 million, yet the RMA claims its $458 million. Why not spend the other 
$70 million in registration fees toward completing 281 without tolls? Why not nix the exclusive Via 
ramp to shave cost (est. $56 million) or nix some of the extraneous overpasses or bike paths? The 
answer is politics. Our representatives in the 281 corridor have let over $1 billion in non-toll road 
taxes slip by and spent it on everything BUT 281. 

Website Comment 293, Continued. 

294 Do the Math: the Express-News reported that $228 million is already funded, and that $70 million 
more could be available from Bexar County’s increased registration fees; that are $298 million in 
available funds. From that, $60 million is allocated for 1604/281N interchange ramps, $85 million 
Right of Way costs. Add to that 7.5 miles at $20 million/mile, rather than the double $ that is 
proposed, would cost $156 million. That comes to $241 million, leaving $57 million for a more 
reasonable priced Park and Ride, not a multi-level $56 million facility as now proposed, plus scaled 
down landscaping and artistic elements (did I see a “rain forest feature” is being proposed?) 
Please....If tolls are needed for additional funding, those tolls should be going to the state, not a for 
profit company, collecting them in perpetuity. 

Website 3, 6 

295 We are very opposed to the proposed tolling of U. S. Hwy. 281. We moved to the Stone Oak area to 
be closer to my job, not because we had a lot of money. My husband and I are both retired and the 
proposed tolls would be a very real financial burden. Also we are concerned about the fact that 
money was allocated by TxDOT and then misspent and now they want us to pay for their very 
questionable activities. There are several other concerns but I there does not seem to be space to 
write it out. 

Website 2, 3 

296 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

As a longtime resident of the far North Side area, outside the city limits but within Bexar county, the 
proposed Toll would seem to be more of an effort to tax one specific group of the city unfairly. Traffic 
in “all areas” of the city has the same issue of congestion, but due to certain ethnic demographics, 
the city has targeted this area as its first priority. Ignoring the far west side around Sea World or the 
center of the city by Fiesta Texas…Tourist attractions seem to be off-limits. The toll would not be 
needed as extra revenue if both city and state departments would enforce the rules/law when 
dealing with out of State and Mexican Nationals who drive our city roads with expired inspection 
stickers and plates. If a special permit could be added to those Nationals who drive past the border 
areas (Fronteras) and use our state highways and roads without paying a usage fee. The State and 
city can’t afford this cost at this current rate of Mexican Drivers who have made The Stone Oak area 
& 281, the new “Northern Mexico”. As a Hispanic myself, I’m aware of the Mexican Government fees 
for US Drivers crossing the border, so it’s only fair we should do the same to protect U.S. drivers from 

Website 
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296, Continued. uninsured, and new residents who know they will not be pulled over and ticketed as they drive our 
roads with expired plates or into their gated communities, to follow our DPS laws. Unless we target 
all areas, North Bandera road, IH10 leading to Laredo, downtown, and not just 281. The city will be 
headed into a certain division of its citizens with animosity becoming stronger and prolific. 

Website Comment 296, Continued. 

297 NO TOLL ROADS, PLEASE!!! Only NON TOLL road system will work in a fair and equitable way for all 
users! 

Website 2, 3 

298 Two recommendations if this toll road ever gets built: 1. Install noise barriers on the west side of 281 
from Overlook Parkway all the way to N. Northwind Drive. Please try to minimize the traffic noise for 
all the homes near this stretch of highway. 2. Use a smooth asphalt for the traffic lanes instead of 
cement. This will reduce the traffic noise as well. 

Website 8, 21 

299 1. Please – NO TOLL ROAD  2. NO TOLL ROAD 3. NO TOLL ROAD 4. NO TOLL ROAD 5. TAKE ALL LANES 
TO BORGELD. AS FAST AS THE AREA IS GROWING IT IS NOT WISE TO REDUCE THE NUMBER OF LANES 
AT STONE OAK. 

Website 3, 4 

300 We, the people of San Antonio, do NOT want toll roads on any of our current 
highways/FREEWAYS!!!!!!!! We paid an extra gas tax for many years which we were told were for 
road and highway improvements and we were LIED to. We also were told this tax would fall off and it 
did NOT. Now the money hungry sell out criminals are wanting to charge us to drive on our existing 
FREEWAYS that were paid for by OUR tax dollars. SHAME ON YOU!!!! NO tolls on existing roads. If 
you must toll something, build a new road and do NOT play with our red lights or stop signs as to 
make our existing roads a nuisance to drive on in an attempt to force people on to toll roads. Do NOT 
toll existing roads!!!! 

Website 3, 4 
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301 As a relatively frequent traveler north of 1604 on 281 I am in favor of the draft preferred alternate 
plan for future development from 1604 to the Comal Co line and vice versa. Those of us on the north 
side who travel 281 have endured the traffic issues on this stretch of roadway for too many years. I 
can’t imagine commuting every day to and from this length of insufficient roadway. It’s not an issue 
between toll and managed lanes or freeway’s, it’s a matter of providing whatever relief is available 
with the funds available when the need is most critical. The need is critical NOW, not 5 years from 
now when the state and federal governments have the funds available (if then) to develop freeway’s 
along this route. Please take whatever action you can NOW, tolled, managed, or otherwise, to get 
some improvement to this section of San Antonio roadways. The “super street” format has made a 
noticeable improvement to this stretch of highway for a modestly relative cost, but NOW is the time 
to move on and make more substantial improvements for the long term. I for one would pay to use 
the tolled/managed section of a new roadway if I were in a hurry and equally would choose not to 
utilize such lanes when not. This is not an issue of inconveniencing San Antonio travelers with an 
unnecessary toll to travel this route, but giving those of us who live and work on the north side of 
San Antonio the opportunity to decide when and whether we want to take advantage of the benefits 
afforded by such a long term improvement vs. having to endure the existing underdeveloped 
infrastructure based on the current traffic demand. As an additional comment, I’d like to commend 
the Alamo RMA and TXDOT for the before and after views of the various stretches of 281 
northbound and southbound. The renditions are the best I’ve ever seen for such a project! Well 
done, and while it appears some businesses may be very close to the new proposed roadways, I can’t 
imagine how, based on the right of way available, and in the interest of those of us travelers of 281 
north, the design could be adjusted to avoid the closeness that will occur with some businesses with 
the current proposed design. Again, well done with the proposal and best wishes for moving forward 
in the interest of making this route to and from north San Antonio as expeditious and easy as soon as 
possible for those of us who travel this route either occasionally or every day. 

Website 9, 25 

302 We, the people of San Antonio, do NOT want toll roads on any of our current 
highways/FREEWAYS!!!!!!!! We paid an extra gas tax for many years which we were told was for road 
and highway improvements and we were LIED to. We also were told this tax would fall off and it did 
NOT. Now the money hungry sell out criminals are wanting to charge us to drive on our existing 
FREEWAYS that were paid for by OUR tax dollars. SHAME ON YOU!!!! NO tolls on existing roads. If 
you must toll something, build a new road and do NOT play with our red lights or stop signs as to 
make our existing roads a nuisance to drive on in an attempt to force people on to toll roads. Do NOT 
toll existing roads!!!! 

Website 3, 4 
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Reference # 
(Please see 

Appendix E to 
search for a 

comment by name 
and the associated 

reference #.) 

Comment 
Method 

Comment was 
Received 

Response 
(Please use this number to find 

the associated comment 
response immediately below 

this table in Section 5.) 

303 We, the people of San Antonio, do NOT want toll roads on any of our current 
highways/FREEWAYS!!!!!!!! We paid an extra gas tax for many years which we were told was for road 
and highway improvements and we were LIED to. We also were told this tax would fall off and it did 
NOT. Now the money hungry sell out criminals are wanting to charge us to drive on our existing 
FREEWAYS that were paid for by OUR tax dollars. SHAME ON YOU!!!! NO tolls on existing roads. If 
you must toll something, build a new road and do NOT play with our red lights or stop signs as to 
make our existing roads a nuisance to drive on in an attempt to force people on to toll roads. Do NOT 
toll existing roads!!!! 

Website 3, 4 

304 I am totally opposed to tolling roads. Roads should be paid for from local (non-toll) revenues and gas 
taxes, as has been done in the past. If we drive on the roads, we must be willing to all pay to build 
them and keep them maintained. ALL trough roads should include free lanes (not just free access 
roads). You do not understand! The voters DO NOT want toll roads!! Listen to the people, not the 
politicians that only listen to big business and the toll road advocates. Toll roads should not be just 
another revenue stream for spending! 

Website 3 

305 The people of Texas are asleep at the wheel. Most I know think that if they vote for a Republican 
then everything will be ok. Alas, Politics is not checkers. "We hang the petty thieves and appoint the 
great ones to public office" ---Plato 460 BC 

Website Comment noted and 
considered. 

306 On the new 281 construction I think sound barriers are seriously needed for residential areas. Sound 
pollution contaminates all residence along the 281 corridor from 281 Encino Rio thru 281 and 
Marshall Rd. 

Website 21 

307 We have seen over and over, politicians ignoring the wishes of the electorate. We do not want 281 
tolled. We do not want any part of it tolled. We paid for this road many times over with or gas taxes. 
Tolling any part of 281 is a betrayal of the public. 

Website 3 

308 About 15 yrs. ago money was appropriated to put overpasses from 1604 to Stone oak. The money 
was spent now millions of dollars more & you want to toll our roads that are paid for. A lot of us that 
live out 281 have been here for many yrs. and are now on social security and the exorbitant rates you 
want to charge to use the tolls will force a lot of us to have to sell our homes. Also your plan will not 
allow anyone exiting 1604 to 281 no. to be able to get on it. Also you plan to cut down on some of 
the lanes that we already have. Why will you allow a foreign co to be in charge? Most of the roads 
that are now run by the foreign co.’s are losing money. Then you will just charge us more. This whole 
thing is wrong and we need to have a vote on it. 

Website 2, 3, 4, 12, 15, 18 

309 This is not right, you people collect taxes for roads and that money gets funnel to everything but 
roads and now you want us to pay $8 a day to go to work, we are already paying some the highest 
property taxes in the city and you all want more, more and more. This sucks!!!!!!! 

Website 3 
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5.0 OFFICIAL RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 

5.1. General Comments and Responses 

As noted in Section 4, if a comment was submitted multiple times or several comments were 
related in topic, the comments were grouped logically and a general response and associated 
Response # was given to each comment in Table 1.  Each group of comments is labeled as 
General Comment with the associated General Response immediately following. 
 
General Comment 1: The toll option will adversely impact property values and businesses along 
the US 281 corridor. 
 
General Response 1:  The Proposed Build Alternatives for the US 281 Corridor Project would 
provide more travel lanes, improve traffic flow to the communities in proximity to the project, and 
would not restrict access to any existing public or community services, businesses, or 
commercial areas, regardless of funding option.  The Preferred Expressway Alternative would 
include non-toll frontage road lanes along the entire US 281 project corridor which would provide 
access to all adjacent land uses and businesses as well as cross streets via non-toll lanes, just 
like occurs today. The Preferred Expressway Alternative would not divide, separate, nor isolate 
any neighborhood or community; therefore, community cohesion would remain intact. The 
primary purpose of the managed lanes is for through traffic and there are limited locations to 
enter or exit the managed lanes; therefore, most travelers conducting business within the 
corridor are less likely to use the managed lanes.  However, the toll option could impact those 
that work and/or conduct business in the US 281 project corridor and may change how they 
access their place of business. Employees and business patrons may choose different routes 
based on their willingness to pay a toll. It is possible that some motorists will choose to avoid the 
toll lanes and select a non-toll lane to reach their destination. The non-toll lanes that are included 
in the Preferred Expressway Alternative would offer better speed, capacity and operations, such 
as fewer stop lights and stop signs, when compared to other parallel roadway alternatives and 
the No-Build Alternative. The effects of the tolling component on businesses are addressed in 
Section 3.4.4 Economic Characteristics of the Final EIS. 
 
General Comment 2: The toll option will adversely impact low-income households and those on 
fixed incomes.  
 
General Response 2: The toll rate has not yet been set.  For purposes of studying the potential 
effects of tolling, a range from 17 to 50 cents per mile was analyzed in the EIS. Given the range 
of potential toll rates, the financial burden of the managed lane option could require a daily 
commuter to spend between $680 to $2,000 per year or about $57 to $167 per month, assuming 
they use the full length of the managed lanes every work day throughout the year and in both 
directions every day.  This financial burden may impact low-income and/or fixed income 
households more than others.  Regardless of the funding option, the US 281 project would 
provide all travelers non-tolled lanes for access through and within the corridor.  The Preferred 
Expressway Alternative provides the same or greater number of non-tolled lanes as exist in the 
corridor today.  The 2035 traffic conditions on these non-tolled lanes under the Preferred 
Expressway Alternative would be an improvement over the existing condition and would offer 
comparable travel speeds regardless of whether a non-toll or managed lane option is selected 
(see Section 3.6 Transportation Facilities of the Final EIS for more about forecasted traffic 
conditions). All people, regardless of income level, could choose to travel along non-toll lanes 
provided by the Preferred Expressway Alternative if they want to avoid paying tolls, or they could 
choose to use toll lanes. Either way, the Preferred Expressway Alternative would provide 
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improved travel times over the No-Build Alternative.  As such all motorists, EJ and non-EJ alike, 
stand to benefit from the proposed improvements. The economic effect of tolling on the local 
population is extensively addresses in the Final EIS (Section 3.4.6 Environmental Justice, 
Appendix E Environmental Justice Project Level Toll Analysis, and Appendix F AAMPO 
Regional Toll and Managed Lane Analysis). 
 
General Comment 3: The US 281 Corridor Project should be completely non-toll. What 
happened to the money previously allocated to the US 281 project?  
 
General Response 3:  The collection and distribution of federal and state taxes to support 
transportation improvements are not tied to specific roadways or counties of origin. According to 
TxDOT’s Project Selection Process (TxDOT Finance Division, Abridged Seventh Edition, 
November 2009), “Projects can be financed through a number of sources, including local 
funding, state funding (revenue from motor fuel taxes, registration fees, etc.), federal funding, 
debt financing, pass through financing, toll equity and public-private partnerships. Many projects 
are funded through a combination of resources. At the local level, TxDOT, the MPO, local 
officials and the public evaluate the project and work together to develop a strong proposal. 
Local transportation professionals, including engineers, planners and environmental specialists, 
evaluate the project’s viability and environmental implications. Different solutions are evaluated 
and costs are estimated. TxDOT has 12 funding categories for various types of projects. Projects 
fall under the Statewide Preservation and Safety Program (SPSP) and the Statewide Mobility 
and Supplemental Transportation Program (SMSTP). Federal funds come from the Federal 
Highway Trust Fund, a pool of money generated by federal fuel taxes and other related fees from 
all 50 states and the commonwealths of the United States. Money from the Federal Highway 
Trust Fund is allocated to TxDOT based on formulas established by federal transportation 
legislation. The distribution of these federal funds throughout the state is based on criteria and 
funding formulas approved annually by the Texas Transportation Commission.” 
 
In the past, the funds which have been appropriated or identified but never appropriated for 
improvements along US 281 have either been insufficient to complete the project or have been 
withdrawn and reallocated to other projects.  Other potential funding sources, such as federal 
stimulus funds, cannot be used due to the lack of environmental clearance(s) and/or other legal 
and regulatory constraints.  The following have impacted potential funding for the development of 
the US 281 project:  
 

 Fuel Taxes.  One of the funding options proposed to expand US 281 was through gas 
tax funds appropriated by the federal government.  However, TxDOT has not been given 
sufficient gas tax funds to completely fund the project.  By 2001, transportation authorities 
had identified roughly $43 million in gas tax funds for improvements to US 281, a fraction 
of the total needed to complete the original project.  In recent years, the amount of 
available funds generated by fuel taxes deposited in the federal Highway Trust Fund 
(HTF) has gradually decreased.  Moreover, the HTF experienced a deficit during the 
previous fiscal year, which was made up using special appropriations.  Finally, US 281 is 
forced to compete with other projects in Texas, particularly maintenance and safety 
projects which have greater priority compared to new construction.  

 

 The Texas Mobility Fund.  In December 2007, the SA-BC MPO allocated $325 million in 
Texas Mobility Funds for improvements along US 281 and Loop 1604.  Since that action, 
there have been two subsequent rescissions by the Texas Transportation Commission 
due to declining revenues for transportation projects at the Federal and State levels. This 
has reduced the Texas Mobility Fund allocations for US 281 to $216 million.  This funding 
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is programmed over the next ten years and may not materialize if there are additional 
rescissions. 

 

 Federal Recovery Act Funds.  Recovery Act funds or stimulus funds can only be used 
for “shovel ready” projects which can meet deadlines for the obligation of funds and be 
environmentally cleared.  The US 281 project, north of Loop 1604 does not have an 
active environmental clearance to allow for new capacity to be added to the corridor.  
Based on direction from FHWA, new capacity on US 281 north of Loop 1604 will require 
the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement.   

 

 Bonds.  At the present time, the Alamo RMA has no plans to finance US 281 
improvements through voter-approved transportation bonds.  Because of the potential tax 
impact, a bond election would be required prior to the sale of these bonds.  It is also 
necessary to ensure that the bonds are within the state’s debt limits.  It should be noted 
that revenue bonds backed by tolls may be issued without a bond election and do not 
typically count against the state’s and/or local government bond limit.  

 

 Developer Fees.  In Texas, impact fees can only be imposed on new developments 
within specifically regulated guidelines.  Under state and federal law, impact fees cannot 
be imposed on existing developments or new developments that have already been 
approved.  Because the area around US 281 has mostly existing developments, this 
largely precludes the use of development fees for dealing with current traffic problems on 
US 281.  Although the Alamo RMA does not have legal authority to impose impact fees 
for roadway improvements, these fees can be assessed by the City of San Antonio 
provided that these funds are used for new developments with a clearly demonstrated 
impact on nearby roads.  

 
The SA-BC MPO (now the Alamo Area MPO (AAMPO)) develops transportation plans and 
programs that address the needs of the greater San Antonio area. The AAMPO is led by the 
Transportation Policy Board and determines how transportation funds should be spent in the 
region.   
 
The funding scenario for the US 281 Corridor Project was decided through a collaborative 
planning process. Transportation priorities throughout the AAMPO planning area were developed 
through the planning process for Mobility 2035 whereby stakeholders, including local, state and 
federal agencies, elected officials and the public, were afforded an opportunity to affect the 
decisions made by providing official comments. Funding was then allocated to projects based on 
the transportation priorities and in consideration of the available transportation resources.  Since 
the long range plan is a financially constrained plan, projects may only be programmed up to the 
amount of anticipated funding for the 25-year period covered in the plan. 
 
The transportation infrastructure needs of the region are far greater than future funding amounts 
anticipated over the next 25 years. Diversions of the State and Federal fuel tax create a 
significant deficit in the amount of funding available for transportation projects. However, even if 
these diversions were removed, the AAMPO and its planning partners would still need to 
continue to find innovative ways to preserve, maintain, and expand the region's transportation 
infrastructure. 
 
Due to the anticipated shortfalls in government funding for transportation improvements, 
pursuing the US 281 Corridor Project as a purely tax-funded facility would require that 
improvements be constructed in phases based on the annual availability of tax dollars.  This 
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approach would delay completion of the US 281 Corridor Project, potentially indefinitely, if 
funding shortfalls continue into the future.  A phased, pay-as-you-go approach may result in 
higher overall construction costs should material and labor costs increase in the future. The 
AAMPO is currently in the planning process for Mobility 2040.  The funding scenario for the US 
281 Corridor Project is subject to change based on changes to transportation priorities or if the 
identification, availability and allocation of resources changes.  
 
A project cost estimate for the Preferred Expressway Alternative is included in Chapter 2 
Alternatives Considered of the Final EIS. 
 
General Comment 4: The replacement of the existing main lanes with toll lanes and frontage 
roads is illegal. 
 
General Response 4: Texas Transportation Code Section 228.201(a)(4) states that as long as a 
highway is reconstructed so that the number of non-tolled lanes is greater than or equal to the 
number of lanes that existed before the toll lanes were added, the project is not considered a 
conversion of an existing highway to a toll road.  Moreover, state law directly prohibits the 
conversion of an entire, existing road to a toll facility.  In other words, the public must have 
access to the equal number of non-tolled lanes as it had prior to the addition of the tolled 
capacity.  While the interpretation and application of this law has been criticized and debated, the 
legislature has not yet made any revisions to change or clarify its intent. 
 
US 281 is currently an at-grade facility with two-to-three free lanes in each direction with stop 
lights, intersections and driveways.  Turning traffic is currently mixed in with through traffic.  The 
frontage road lanes and non-tolled general purpose lanes proposed for the Preferred 
Expressway Alternative would offer as many (and in some locations more) lanes as existing US 
281. The Preferred Expressway Alternative separates the through traffic from the turning traffic, 
which contributes to safer, more efficient operations. By 2038, the frontage road lanes proposed 
for the Preferred Expressway Alternative would operate at a faster traveling speed and offer 
better level of service than the existing main lanes under the No-Build Alternative (see 3.6.3 
Transportation Facilities, Environmental Consequences of the Final EIS).  
 
General Comment 5: There will be a bottleneck north of Stone Oak Parkway as travelers divert 
to the frontage road lanes to avoid the toll lanes.  There will be a bottleneck for southbound traffic 
at the Bexar/Comal County line when the road transitions from the existing roadway into a toll 
facility with frontage road lanes. Ending the improvements before Cibolo Creek will cause a 
bottleneck. 
 
General Response 5: The concern about a potential bottleneck northbound at Stone Oak 
Parkway and when crossing the Bexar/Comal County line southbound was considered and 
addressed in the design during the refinement of the Preferred Expressway Alternative.  
 

Stone Oak Parkway: A detailed operational analysis at these locations showed that the 
Preferred Expressway Alternative would operate at a level of service (LOS) C (free flow 
traffic) in 2038 whereas the No-Build Alternative would operate at a LOS F 
(gridlock).  This analysis is presented in Section 3.6 Transportation Facilities of the 
Final EIS.  Further, the Stone Oak Pkwy/TCP Parkway signals would be optimized to 
move traffic through the intersection efficiently.  Each approach on the frontage road 
leading to the Stone Oak Pkwy/TCP Parkway intersection would include a dedicated U-
turn lane, a dedicated left-turn lane, two through lanes, and a dedicated right-turn 
lane.  Under the overpass, each direction of travel would consist of a dedicated left-turn 
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lane and two through lanes.  Pedestrian signals, activated by the pedestrian, would be 
provided to allow for a controlled crossing of the frontage road lanes.   Bicyclists would be 
able to use the wide outside lanes. 

 
Bexar/Comal County Line: The US 281 Corridor Project has the logical termini of Loop 
1604 on the south and Borgfeld Drive on the north, which provide rational end points for 
transportation improvements and review of environmental impacts.  North of Borgfeld 
Drive, the next two major intersections with US 281 – FM 1863 and SH 46 – are each 
already grade-separated interchanges. The US 281 improvements would transition back 
to meet the existing two lanes in both the northbound and southbound direction before 
reaching the Cibolo Creek bridge crossing at the Bexar/Comal County line. Transitioning 
from a controlled access freeway to a highway with fewer lanes would be designed in 
accordance with adequate safety and design criteria for these circumstances. This would 
include the placement of signs and speed reductions as appropriate. A similar transition 
situation occurs today on US 281 between Redland Road and Encino Rio and at other 
locations around the state where controlled access freeways must be transitioned to 
highways or arterial roadways.  

 
In addition, the Comal County Major Thoroughfare Plan includes upgrading US 281 to a 
controlled access freeway immediately north of the US 281 Corridor Project, from the Bexar 
County line to the Kendall County line. 
 
General Comment 6:  The VIA flyover ramps are too expensive and not needed for this project. 
General concerns about VIA plans and programs. 
 
General Response 6: According to VIA Metropolitan Transit’s (VIA) 2035 Long Range 
Comprehensive Transportation Plan, the US 281 North corridor was evaluated for future transit 
needs; the plan recommends an express bus route from Stone Oak Parkway to downtown San 
Antonio and the US 281 North corridor was considered as a potential route for other future 
transit. The Park and Ride facility at Stone Oak Parkway was studied by VIA, received federal 
approval in June 2013, and the first phase of construction is expected to be complete in 2015. 
 
The inclusion of the transit lanes to and from the Park and Ride facility helps advance the need 
for and purpose of the project by: 

 Addressing growth – the project is consistent with local and regional plans and policies, it 
develops facilities for multi-modal transportation, and allows for future high capacity 
transit 

 Improving quality of life by providing transportation choices 
 
All improvements made within the ROW of the US 281 Corridor Project will be funded with the 
resources designated for US 281; the Park and Ride facility itself will be funded with the 
resources acquired by VIA for the project, which include local, state and federal sources.  The 
ramps that would access the VIA Park and Ride facility are estimated to cost  less than one 
percent of the total cost of the US 281 Corridor Project. 
 
The US 281 Corridor Project is not providing transit services.  Comments concerning transit 
operations should be addressed to VIA. 
 
General Comment 7: How will construction be planned to minimize traffic impacts and how will 
the public be informed about road closures and construction activities? 
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General Response 7: The US 281 website www.411onUS281.com will remain active during 
construction and will provide information about the project’s progress and activities.  Other types 
of communications would be provided, as needed, to help keep the traveling public aware of 
travel pattern changes and to ensure safety. 
 
In terms of the order of construction, traffic would remain on the existing US 281 during the initial 
phase construction. The construction phasing would begin with preparation of the ROW followed 
very closely with installation of storm water pollution prevention devices.  Drainage structures 
and stream bridges would begin the permanent construction. Frontage roads/outer lanes would 
be constructed next to provide access to adjacent properties and to provide cross street 
connections. Once the frontage roads are complete, traffic would be shifted to the new frontage 
roads and the existing US 281 would be removed. The main lanes and remaining bridge 
structures would be constructed as well as the connection to the Proposed VIA Transit Park and 
Ride parking structure. The direct connector ramps at the US 281/Loop 1604 intersection would 
be built as part of the main lane construction. The water quality treatment devices would be fully 
constructed and permanent vegetation established as part of the final construction. The potential 
effects of construction are discussed in the Final EIS in Section 3.24 Construction. 
 
General Comment 8: Several commenters provided design suggestions that could be 
incorporated in the project during final design; such as pavement markings, median barriers, etc. 
 
General Response 8:  If a build alternative is selected in the Record of Decision, the schematics 
presented in the Final EIS will be refined further during final design.  Decisions about design 
details will occur at this time. 
 
General Comment 9: How long do we have to wait until the project is complete?  Please build 
the project as soon as possible. 
 
General Response 9: The NEPA process for the US 281 Corridor Project will conclude with a 
Record of Decision which is anticipated by the end of the 2014 calendar year.  If a Build 
Alternative is selected in the Record of Decision, the project would be developed through a 
design-build contract with estimated completion in 2018. The project would be built in two 
phases. The first phase would extend from Loop 1604 to Stone Oak Parkway and the second 
phase would extend between Stone Oak Parkway and Borgfeld Drive.  
 
General Comment 10: Please provide multi-use paths for pedestrians and bicycles. The wide 
outer lanes for bicycles are inadequate and unsafe. Pedestrian and bicycle facilities are 
unnecessary/are a waste of money. The proposed pedestrian and bicycle facilities are not 
consistent with San Antonio’s Complete Streets policy. 
 
General Response 10: The Preferred Expressway Alternative includes a provision for bicycle 
and pedestrian facilities within the proposed US 281 ROW on both the east and west side of the 
project. These facilities would include a 15-foot outer lane on the frontage roads to accommodate 
bicycles and, a 6-foot wide sidewalk with crosswalks. The exact configuration of the pedestrian 
and bicycle amenities is preliminary and subject to change during the design-build phase.   
 
The American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO) bicycle and 
pedestrian design guides are the primary national resources for planning, designing, and 
operating bicycle and pedestrian facilities.  FHWA supports the uses of these resources to 
further develop non-motorized transportation networks. The accommodations for bicycles on the 
US 281 project corridor include a 15-foot wide area on the outside of the outer-most lane on the 

http://www.411onus281.com/
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frontage roads.  In a study conducted by FHWA in 1999, a wide outside lane improved riding 
conditions for bicyclists (Publication No. FHWA-RD-99-034). In addition, this design is consistent 
with AASHTO’s Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities. 
 
The inclusion of pedestrian and bicycle facilities is consistent with the need and purpose of the 
project in terms of addressing growth by developing facilities for multi-modal transportation and 
improving quality of life by providing facilities for walking and biking. Pedestrian and bicycle 
facilities are components of the transportation planning efforts of the City of San Antonio and the 
AAMPO. 
 
In terms of consistency with the Complete Streets policy, according to the National Complete 
Streets Coalition, “there is no singular prescription for Complete Streets; each one is unique and 
responds to its community context.  A Complete Street may include: sidewalks, bike lanes or 
wide paved shoulders, special bus lanes, comfortable and accessible public transportation stops, 
frequent and safe crossing opportunities, median islands, accessible pedestrian signals, curb 
extensions, narrower travel lanes, roundabouts, and more. They are designed and operated to 
enable safe access for all users, including pedestrians, bicyclists, motorists and transit riders of 
all ages and abilities”  (Smart Growth America, 2014 
http://www.smartgrowthamerica.org/complete-streets/complete-streets-fundamentals/complete-
streets-faq). The pedestrian and bicycle facilities proposed for the US 281 Corridor Project would 
largely achieve these objectives within the constraint of the project ROW. In the context of the 
project area, other parallel corridors and cross streets (as identified in Mobility 2035 and the San 
Antonio Bicycle Plan) may also provide a safe and inviting environment for bicycles and 
pedestrians.  
 
General Comment 11: Why is the exit ramp located at Encino Rio? Many travelers using this 
exit will go to the shopping centers at Evans Road and will have to sit through a traffic signal.  
Can there be an exit at Evans Road? The northbound exit ramp should be shifted south to allow 
safer access to the Trinity Oaks subdivision and businesses located on the frontage road. 
 
General Response 11: The location and size of ramps was designed using TxDOT’s standard 
roadway design spacing requirements.  The spacing between ramps is standardized to ensure 
safe and efficient operation of the facility and based on the analysis of future traffic demand.   
 
The addition of a ramp immediately north of the ramp for Encino Rio is not consistent with 
roadway design spacing requirements. If a ramp were to be located to serve Evans Road, the 
tie-in point to the frontage road would interfere with the U-turn lane and the left turn lanes at 
Evans Road and; therefore, traffic would back up onto the ramp which would make it difficult for 
travelers to cross over three lanes to turn right.  Also, an exit ramp in this location would need to 
be braided with the on-ramp which restricts the location of the ramp tie-in with the frontage road. 
In the Preferred Expressway Alternative, travelers who wish to access the businesses at Evans 
Road would use the Encino Rio exit.  Travelers would only have to stop when the light is red on 
the frontage road.  The signals at this intersection would be actuated (vehicle presence detected) 
resulting in more green time for frontage road through traffic.   
 
In the Preferred Expressway Alternative, the northbound exit ramp that would provide access to 
the Trinity Oaks neighborhood is placed to ensure safe and efficient operations. Sufficient 
distance would be provided between the exit ramp and Trinity Park. Northbound travelers 
wishing to access the businesses on the frontage road between Overlook Parkway and Trinity 
Park could exit at Overlook Parkway. 
 

http://www.smartgrowthamerica.org/complete-streets/complete-streets-fundamentals/complete-streets-faq
http://www.smartgrowthamerica.org/complete-streets/complete-streets-fundamentals/complete-streets-faq
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General Comment 12: How do we vote on the funding option for this project?  How are public 
comments incorporated into the project?  Many comments are made by people who have an 
incentive to advance a toll road. 
 
General Response 12: It is important to understand that commenting or providing input during 
the Environmental Impact Statement process is not a vote on whether an action should take 
place or not.  However, public input can influence the decisions made during this process.  The 
National Environmental Policy Act requires that federal decision makers be informed of the 
environmental consequences of their decisions.  The funding for the project is not subject to a 
public vote. 
 
The intent of the public involvement activities for the US 281 Corridor Project was to solicit 
information, ideas, and opinions in the decision making process. Numerous avenues existed to 
submit comments before, during, and after the open house. These included (1) filling out a 
comment card and dropping it into the comment box; (2) giving comments verbally to a court 
reporter; (3) submitting comments through the project website and/or project email; and (4) 
mailing or faxing written comments to TxDOT.  In accordance with Texas Transportation Code, 
§201.811(a)(5), all commenters are asked to disclose if they are employed, do businesses with 
and/or could benefit monetarily for the project or other item about which they are commenting.  
This information is logged as part of the official US 281 EIS project record. 
 
Comments received by May 19, 2014, as established in the legal notice for the open house, are 
included in this meeting report and become part of the official US 281 EIS record. Comments 
and input received were reviewed by the lead agencies of the project and were used to shape 
the alternatives and process for evaluating impacts.  Public input was also used to help refine the 
Preferred Expressway Alternative and will be considered in the Record of Decision for the 
project. 
 
A public ballot initiative concerning local transportation finance is the purview of local, regional 
and state elected officials and agencies and is subject to applicable election laws and 
requirements.   
 
General Comment 13: The project will result in congestion which will have an adverse impact 
on air quality. 
 
General Response 13: The Preferred Expressway Alternative will result in higher speeds and 
less vehicles idling, and therefore fewer emissions than the No-Build Alternative.  In addition, fuel 
standards will begin to change in 2017 and transportation system management/ transportation 
demand management (TSM/TDM) techniques included in Mobility 2035 and Draft Mobility 2040 
will continue to be implemented throughout the Alamo Area MPO area.   TSM examples include 
improved signal management, access management, ridesharing, and incident management. An 
example of TDM is alternative work schedules. 
 
General Comment 14: We should have built the overpass/expansion project years ago.  Why 
can we not build that alternative now? 
 
General Response 14: Without environmental clearance in place, no new capacity can be 
added (using federal funds) to US 281. The original plan proposed by TxDOT in 2000 was not 
advanced. The Alamo RMA's US 281 EIS will help regain environmental clearance for new 
capacity to be added to US 281, provided the EIS ultimately selects a build alternative. According 
to NEPA, the FHWA, TxDOT and the Alamo RMA can only select an alternative that has been 
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studied and disclosed in an approved environmental document, in this case an EIS.  The 
Overpass/Expansion Alternative was analyzed in the EIS.  
 
In the April 2010 version of the Overpass/Expansion Alternative, the average peak period speeds 
forecasted were 20 mph in the year 2035 as compared to an existing speed of 25 mph. Though it 
may be hard to comprehend that speeds would actually decrease after constructing overpasses 
at major intersections and adding lanes on the northern section of US 281, it should be 
considered in context of how large the traffic demand is or will likely be by 2035. The existing 
traffic on US 281 is 90,000 vehicles per day and therefore the facility operates at an average 
peak period speed of 25 mph. If no improvements are made, the facility would likely 
accommodate 115,000 vehicles per day in 2035, but the average peak period speed would 
decrease substantially to as low as 5 mph. Construction of the overpasses and additional lanes 
could be expected to provide substantial improvement to capacity and speed in 2035 but the 
traffic demand would be expected to increase from 115,000 to 170,000 vehicles per day. These 
demands would rise more than the additional capacity could serve, so the average peak period 
speed would likely fall from 25 mph to 20 mph.  
 
Based on feedback from the public, the US 281 EIS Team continued to study the potential for an 
Overpass/Expansion Alternative. Two variations of the Overpass/Expansion Alternative were 
analyzed. The first variation was presented to the Community Advisory Committee (CAC) and 
the Peer Technical Review Committee (PTRC) in October 2010. In the October 2010 version the 
northern section generated average peak period speeds of 12 mph due to the addition of traffic 
signals and more vehicle conflicts associated with side streets and driveways. The second 
variation (February 2011) was presented to the CAC in February 2011, and to the PTRC in June 
2011. This revised alternative still substantially underperformed the Expressway and Elevated 
Expressway Alternatives. Slide presentations made to all CAC and PTRC meetings are posted to 
the project web site, available for viewing at http://www.411on281.com and the alternatives 
evaluation process is explained in more detail in Section 2.3 Alternatives Evaluation in the 
Final EIS. 
 
General Comment 15: How are the toll rates set? Who collects the tolls? How does the toll 
revenue get used? Can HOVs use the managed lanes for free? 
 
General Response 15: The Alamo RMA is responsible for the tolling elements of the project.  
The policies regarding the use of the managed lanes and how tolling would work are detailed in 
the RMA’s Amended and Restated Policies and Procedures for Toll Collection Operations on the 
Alamo RMA Turnpike System (April 2012).   According to these policies, motorists will be 
permitted to travel on the highway without stopping or slowing down for traditional toll plazas. 
Instead, gantries (which resemble sign supports over major freeways) would be erected along 
the route. Toll tag card readers would be hung off these gantries to identify each motorist’s toll 
tag. If a vehicle does not have a toll tag, cameras would focus on the vehicle’s license plate and 
take a picture of just the tag – not the vehicle’s occupants. This picture would then be run 
through an optical character reader, and the license plate would be compared to the DMV 
database. A bill would then be sent to the owner of the vehicle requesting payment for the tolls. 
Emergency and military vehicles, public transportation vehicles, and registered carpool vehicles 
are exempt from toll payment.  Toll rates may be set in the range of $0.17 to $0.50 per mile 
dependent on the final project financial plan as developed and approved by the Alamo RMA 
Board of Directors.   
 

http://www.411on281.com/
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The Alamo RMA toll policy may be revised from time to time by the Alamo RMA Board of 
Directors on the advice of the Alamo RMA Executive Director.  All revisions will be required to 
comply with any outstanding bond covenants, and federal and state law. 
 
The toll revenue collected from the US 281 project would be used to pay back debt acquired to 
build the project, and to fund the operations, maintenance and improvement costs for the US 281 
and/or other turnpike projects under the Alamo RMA’s authority. There are several funding 
sources which the Alamo RMA could utilize to pay back loans or future debt issuances such as 
local, state and federal revenue, bond revenue, toll revenue, private equity investment or other 
approved sources.  
 
General Comment 16: The changes to the ingress/egress to and from the Mountain Lodge and 
The Oaklands communities will cause congestion, particularly as these communities grow. 
 
General Response 16: The potential traffic generated from future development in the Mountain 
Lodge area was accounted for in the 2038 traffic volumes forecasted by TxDOT’s Transportation 
Planning and Programming Division. In the Preferred Expressway Alternative, travelers from the 
Mountain Lodge community would have the option of using Wilderness Oaks which would be 
served by an overpass.  For northbound travelers, Mountain Lodge would be approximately 
3,000 feet from the U-turn at Marshall Road; at 45 mph it would take someone about 1.5 minutes 
to reach the U-turn.  Southbound travelers from Mountain Lodge would travel on the frontage 
road for approximately 2 to 3 minutes to access the US 281 main lanes via the on-ramp at 
Marshall Road. 
 
General Comment 17: Tolling would result in greater congestion on non-toll lanes and/or would 
force travelers to use non-highway routes.  Tolling would displace traffic on to local streets and 
through neighborhoods resulting in adverse community impacts. 
 
General Response 17: The Preferred Expressway Alternative would offer improved traffic 
conditions over the No-Build Alternative for all travelers including those that select the managed 
lanes to travel through the corridor, as well as those traveling within the corridor on the non-toll 
freeway lanes and/or frontage road lanes.  The mix of managed lanes, non-toll freeway lanes 
and frontage road lanes would accommodate the forecasted traffic demand and ensure safe and 
efficient traffic operations.  All lanes proposed for the Preferred Expressway Alternative would 
operate at traffic speeds consistent with the facility type and at a free flowing level of service 
through 2038. 
 
The Preferred Expressway Alternative includes managed lanes. The introduction of managed 
lanes could result in a change in traffic patterns as motorists may choose different routes based 
on their willingness to pay a toll. It is possible that some motorists will choose to avoid the US 
281 project corridor and select a local street to reach their destination. Section 3.6 – 
Transportation Facilities of the Final EIS presents data about the future use of routes parallel 
to US 281 (Blanco Road and Bulverde Road) under the non-toll, toll and managed lane options 
in 2035.  This study concludes that regardless of the funding scenario, the improved US 281 
would reduce the amount of traffic likely to use a parallel corridor in 2035 when compared to the 
No-Build Alternative. This means that improving US 281, regardless of funding scenario, would 
reduce the amount of traffic cutting through neighborhoods to reach a free parallel corridor.  The 
encroachment-alteration effect (whereby travel patterns are changed and/or traffic is 
redistributed onto other streets) is not expected to occur because sufficient capacity (toll and/or 
non-toll) would be built to handle the 2035 traffic demands and traffic conditions on US 281. The 
US 281 corridor would be a more efficient route than the parallel corridors (see Section 4.5.1 
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Encroachment-Alteration Effects of the Final EIS). Traffic diversion to local streets as a result 
of the managed lanes is not likely to be substantial. 
 
General Comment 18: There are limited entrances and exits to and from the managed lanes to 
the frontage road lanes and cross streets and they do not connect to Loop 1604.  
 
General Response 18: The Preferred Expressway Alternative was designed to accommodate 
local traffic (those that wish to reach destinations within the corridor) and through traffic (those 
that wish to travel through the entire US 281 project corridor with minimal interruption). The 
purpose of the managed lanes is to provide express travel through the US 281 project corridor.  
Local traffic is provided non-toll freeway lanes and frontage road lanes from Loop 1604 to Stone 
Oak Parkway and non-toll outer lanes from Stone Oak Parkway to Borgfeld Drive. 
 
Those traveling northbound on US 281 from Loop 1604 would gain access to the managed lanes 
(from either the non-toll freeway lanes or the frontage road lanes) just north of Stone Oak 
Parkway.  Those who want to use the Loop 1604 direct connectors (or access cross streets 
south of Stone Oak Parkway) from the southbound US 281 managed lanes would exit the 
managed lanes just south of Marshall Road and continue either on the non-toll freeway lanes or 
the frontage road lanes. The through traffic and local traffic are provided separate facilities to 
maximize efficient traffic flow and safety. 
 
Throughout the corridor, northbound travelers would have access to the managed lanes from US 
281 south to the US 281/Loop 1604 interchange, at the Proposed VIA park and ride facility, north 
of TPC Parkway, north of Sendero Verde, north of Overlook Parkway and north of Trinity Park.  
Southbound travelers would have access to the managed lanes south of the Bexar/Comal 
County line, north of Bulverde Road, north of Overlook Parkway, north of Mountain Lodge, and at 
the Proposed VIA park and ride facility. 
 
Frontage road lanes would be built from Loop 1604 to Borgfeld Drive and would provide access 
to all adjacent land uses, neighborhoods and cross streets. 
 
General Comment 19: The existing facility operates at a speed limit of 65 mph; however the 
frontage road lanes will operate with a slower speed limit.  Those who wish to avoid tolls will be 
subject to slower traffic speeds. 
 
General Response 19: The “design speed limits” on the frontage roads are estimated based on 
the average speeds on these types of facilities; it is lower than the current posted speed. The 
“posted speed limit” on the frontage road will be set by the 85th percentile speed once the 
roadway is opened.  This means that actual posted speed limit could be higher than the design 
speed limit. However, it is expected to be lower than the current posted speed.  While the current 
posted speed limit is 65 mph, traffic actually travels between 15 to 22 mph during peak periods, 
and is expected to be reduced to 9 to 10 mph by 2035 if no improvements are made.  The added 
capacity of the Preferred Expressway Alternative would reduce congestion and the addition of U-
turns at all overpasses would increase circulation and free flow traffic conditions.  As such, 
speeds on the frontage road lanes would be consistently higher than on the existing main lanes 
today.  See 3.6.3 Transportation Facilities, Environmental Consequences of the Final EIS for 
more details. 
 
General Comment 20: Opposed to the project because property will be displaced. 
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General Response 20: Improvements to US 281 would require ROW acquisition and would 
displace adjacent property. An affected property is one where the ROW acquisition does not 
adversely affect a structure and/or does not reduce the economic viability of the remaining land. 
This type of ROW acquisition is generally acquired through an easement or purchased in fee-
simple. A displacement occurs if a structure is impacted by the acquisition of ROW and/or the 
remaining land after ROW acquisition would not be useful for its intended use. A displacement 
could also occur if access to the property is permanently restricted. This type of ROW acquisition 
is generally purchased in fee-simple.  
 
The Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, as 
amended (Uniform Act), contains specific requirements that determine the manner in which a 
government entity acquires private property for public use when federal funds are used for any 
phase of a project.  The Uniform Act was established to ensure equitable treatment of all persons 
displaced as a direct result of federal actions and to maintain the economic and social well-being 
of the community. Relocation assistance must, to the maximum extent feasible, assure that the 
unique circumstances of any displaced person are taken into account and that persons in 
essentially similar circumstances are afforded equal treatment.  The Uniform Act ensures that 
displaced persons are relocated to a property that is comparable in size, features, and location; 
is decent, safe, and sanitary; and is within the financial means of the displaced person(s).  
 
Consistent with US DOT policy as mandated by the Uniform Act, as amended, the Alamo RMA in 
coordination with TxDOT would provide relocation resources to all displaced persons without 
discrimination. All property owners from whom property is needed are entitled to receive just 
compensation for their land and property. Just compensation is based upon the fair market value 
of the property. Alamo RMA in coordination with TxDOT would also provide, through its 
Relocation Assistance Program, payment and services to aid in movement to a new location. 
 
Relocation assistance would be available to all individuals, families, businesses, farmers, and 
nonprofit organizations displaced as a result of the project. This assistance applies to tenants as 
well as owners occupying the real property needed for the project. Replacement structures must 
be located in the same type of neighborhood and be equally accessible to public services and 
places of employment. Alamo RMA in coordination with the Texas Department of Transportation 
(TxDOT) would also provide assistance to displaced businesses and non-profit organizations to 
aid in their satisfactory relocation with a minimum of delay and loss in earnings. The US 281 
Corridor Project would proceed to construction only when all displaced families and businesses 
have been provided the opportunity to be relocated to adequate replacement sites.  
The displacements and relocations analysis conducted for the US 281 Corridor Project shows 
that a sufficient amount of appropriately zoned property would likely be available in the project 
area to absorb the relocation of displaced properties. See Section 3.4.5 Displacements and 
Relocation of the Final EIS for more details. 
 
General Comment 21: Concerns about the noise impacts. 
 
General Response 21: A traffic noise analysis was conducted following the TxDOT Guidelines 
for Analysis and Abatement of Highway Traffic Noise (April 2011) which was approved by FHWA 
using a TNM 2.5 model. Noise modeling is project-specific and uses projected traffic counts for 
the project corridor as well as elevation of the roadway/overpasses and surrounding landscape.  
This analysis includes the determination of the existing traffic noise levels, the prediction of future 
traffic noise levels, and consideration of noise abatement measures (including noise barriers) for 
areas where noise impacts would occur. Section 3.8 Traffic Noise of the Final EIS describes 
the potential noise effects of the US 281 Corridor Project on noise sensitive receivers and 
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proposes reasonable and feasible mitigation where impacts could occur.  According to this 
analysis, reasonable and feasible noise abatement barriers are recommended to mitigate the 
noise impacts of the Preferred Expressway Alternative.  If a Build Alternative is recommended in 
the Record of Decision, the affected neighbors would be given the opportunity to discuss the 
proposed noise barriers and vote on their implementation.  The Alamo RMA and TxDOT would 
host a noise workshop, post-NEPA, to facilitate this discussion and vote, as needed. 
 
General Comment 22: The project is tolled so that the folks at Alamo RMA can keep their jobs.   
 
General Response 22: The Alamo RMA was established by a unanimous vote of the Bexar 
County Commissioners Court in December 2003 to bring needed relief to the increasing traffic 
congestion in Bexar County.  It was created to act as the local voice for transportation in the 
community.  It is not a local arm of TxDOT and acts independently.  It is overseen by a seven-
member Board of Directors, including six members who are appointed by the Commissioners 
Court and the Chairman, who is appointed by the Governor.  Similar to the San Antonio Water 
System and VIA Metropolitan Transit, Alamo RMA Board of Directors serve fixed terms in office, 
representing officials elected by the voters of each precinct in Bexar County.  Since all members 
are appointed by elected officials, it is accountable to the voters at every level. 
 
Currently, the Alamo RMA is funded through a loan and a grant from TxDOT and through Inter-
local Agreement loans from Bexar County and the City of San Antonio.   
 
There are several funding sources which the Alamo RMA could utilize to pay back loans or future 
debt issuances such as local, state and federal revenue, bond revenue, toll revenue, private 
equity investment or other approved sources. 
 
General Comment 23: There are no non-toll freeway lanes north of Stone Oak. Those wishing 
to avoid tolls are forced to use the frontage road lanes. 
 
General Response 23: The funding configuration for the Preferred Expressway Alternative is 
based on and is consistent with the Mobility 2035 and Fiscal Year 2015-2018 Statewide 
Transportation Improvement Program, as revised and recommended in June 2014 by the 
AAMPO.  The project is described as:  From Loop 1604 to Stone Oak Parkway, expand to 6 lane 
expressway (4 non-toll and 2 managed lanes) and non-toll northern interchange connectors at 
Loop 1604; and from Stone Oak Parkway to Bexar/Comal county line, expand to 4 lane 
expressway (construct 4 new managed lanes).  This funding configuration would offer equal 
traffic conditions in terms of travel speed and level of service on both the southern portion of the 
corridor (Loop 1604 to Stone Oak Parkway) and the northern portion of the corridor (Stone Oak 
Parkway to Borgfeld Drive). The Preferred Expressway Alternative would provide for a more 
efficient and safer facility and would accommodate the forecasted 2038 traffic demands better 
than the No-Build Alternative. 
 
General Comment 24: Why was this meeting in an open house format - would have preferred a 
question and answer format where the public could speak at a microphone and the experts could 
provide responses. Where can I find the materials from Public Meeting #4? When will next 
meeting occur? 
 
General Response 24: The public hearing for the US 281 Corridor Project was held on June 20, 
2013.  At this hearing stakeholders and members of the public were given an opportunity to 
speak at a microphone and to record their opinion for the official US 281 EIS record.  The 
purpose of Public Meeting #4 was to present the Draft Preferred Alternative to be considered in 
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the Final EIS and to inform attendees of the next steps in the EIS process. The Draft Preferred 
Alternative was a refined version of the Expressway Alternative presented at the Public Hearing. 
 
Meeting materials from Public Meeting #4 can be found at www.411onUS281.com.  The 
materials presented at Public Meeting #4 can be found by navigating to “Public Meetings” 
followed by “Open House: May 8, 2014.”  
 
The NEPA process for the US 281 Corridor Project will conclude with a Record of Decision which 
is anticipated by the end of the 2014 calendar year. At this time, no additional public meetings 
are scheduled. However, the project website will continue to be updated with project information.  
 
General Comment 25: Questions and comments about the Super Street project. 
 
General Response 25: The Super Street project is a separate project from the US 281 EIS (see 
http://gov.bexar.org/AlamoRMA/us-281-super-street.html).  Per the project description, the Super 
Street was built to temporarily improve traffic flow and increase safety for US 281 commuters 
between Encino Rio and Marshall Road.  It was built as an interim solution to provide immediate 
relief while allowing the work of the US 281 EIS to move forward. If the Preferred Expressway 
Alternative is selected, the US 281 Super Street would be removed. 
 
General Comment 26: Can we do something with the project to make it a unique and enjoyable 
experience? Will I be able to see the roadway from my property? 
 
General Response 26:  Quality of life for residential and business communities along the US 
281 project corridor is influenced by the visual quality of the highway travel experience. FHWA 
regulations recognize the relationship between highway corridor landscapes and how 
communities view the attractiveness of where they live and work. According to FHWA, “highway 
aesthetics is a most important consideration in the Federal-aid highway program. Highways must 
not only blend with our natural, social, and cultural environment, but also provide pleasure and 
satisfaction in their use” (23 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 752, Landscape and 
Roadside Development). Initiatives such as visual/aesthetic treatments aim to improve 
community livability by using transportation improvements as opportunities to create an 
environment that is tailored to the roadway’s unique natural, social and cultural setting. 
 
The existing US 281 project corridor does not currently contain improved landscaping or 
aesthetic treatments, nor is it tailored to its unique setting as a transition area between urbanized 
San Antonio and the rural Texas Hill Country. The proposed transportation improvements to US 
281 present an opportunity to improve the livability of the neighboring communities around the 
US 281 project corridor via TxDOT, San Antonio District’s Urban Design Themes for Bexar and 
Outlying Counties – Guidelines for the Construction of Highways, Streets and Bridge (TxDOT 
2005). According to these guidelines, the US 281 Corridor Project falls within the Hill Country 
Region. The aesthetic elements of this theme consist of materials, designs and landscape 
enhancements that reflect the historical architecture of Hill Country towns (see Section 3.20 
Visual and Aesthetic Qualities of the Final EIS). 
 
In terms of whether the proposed project would be visible from a property, see Section 3.20 
Visual and Aesthetic Qualities of the Final EIS.  This section evaluates the viewshed of the 
proposed project from surrounding properties and the viewshed of the surrounding landscape 
from the roadway. 
 

http://www.411onus281.com/
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General Comment 27: The project will further degrade threatened and endangered species 
and/or native wildlife habitat. 
 
General Response 27: The wildlife species in the project area include populations and habitats 
of threatened and endangered species and unique habitat types such as terrestrial karst, and 
sub-surface aquifer environments as well as oak-juniper woodlands and Canyonlands.  Habitat 
for four federally-listed species was identified within the footprint of the Build Alternatives. No 
federally-listed endangered species were encountered during the survey of several karst 
features. Golden-cheeked Warbler (GCWA) habitat exists along the US 281 ROW, but no birds 
were found after three years of survey.  The Biological Evaluation prepared for this project is 
included in Appendix I4. 
 
Induced land development activities would result in minor effects to vegetation and wildlife 
habitat.  Vegetation within the induced growth area is characterized as predominantly rangeland 
with valuable native vegetation and wildlife habitat along riparian corridors. The types of effects 
include habitat fragmentation for resident wildlife and migratory birds, as well as the loss and 
other alteration of vegetation cover types and wildlife habitat.  These effects would be a 
continuation of an ongoing regional trend where wildlife habitat of higher quality has historically 
declined in favor of more fragmented, younger, and less diverse vegetation communities in both 
upland and in riparian corridors.  Such alterations would be expected to have a minor effect on 
wildlife species composition, distribution, and abundance, with a trend towards increases in 
those wildlife species that are adaptable to human disturbance.  More details about the effects of 
induced land development can be found in Section 4.6.3 Effects Related to Induced Growth. 
 
In addition to the regulatory requirements that protect water resources and threatened and 
endangered species, several other programs and plans are in place to protect the wildlife 
species present in the project area:  
 

 Edwards Aquifer Recovery Implementation Program is a voluntary, multi-stakeholder 

program aiming to protect federally-listed endangered species while addressing current 

and future development and water demand with respect to the Edwards Aquifer. 

 Southern Edwards Plateau Habitat Conservation Plan/Comal County Regional 

Habitat Conservation Plan will allow for local control and a simplified process for 

complying with the Endangered Species Act in an attempt to balance conservation needs 

of rare species with the demands for economic growth and development in south central 

Texas. The plan includes a regional conservation program designed to preserve 

endangered species habitat and sensitive natural resources. 

 Bexar County Karst Invertebrate Recovery Plan/Black-capped Vireo Recovery 

Plan/Golden-cheeked Warbler Recovery Plan were released by USFWS to aid in the 

recovery and ultimate down-listing of nine endangered karst invertebrate species and two 

endangered bird species found in the project area. 

Each Build Alternative would encroach upon vegetated areas along US 281 via construction 
activities; however, construction activities are not anticipated to substantially impact existing 
vegetation. Furthermore, the vegetation types in the project corridor are currently highly 
disturbed due to the existing roadway and the existing land uses.  After construction is complete, 
re-vegetation and landscaping activities will exclusively use regionally-native species.  The 
project will comply with the Invasive Species Executive Order when selecting the appropriate 
seeds and landscaping for the project. 
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General Comment 28: How does this project relate to other projects in San Antonio? 
 
General Response 28: The logical termini for this project are Loop 1604 and Borgfeld Drive.  
The US 281 Corridor Project is one in a list of many transportation improvement projects 
identified in Mobility 2035 that are designed to improve mobility throughout the MPO planning 
area. 
 
General Comment 29: What is the difference between toll lanes and managed lanes? 
 
General Response 29:  Both toll lanes and managed lanes have a tolling component however 
they are distinct in that they function differently. According to the Alamo RMA Amended and 
Restated Policies and Procedures for Toll Collection Operations on the Alamo RMA Turnpike 
System, a managed lane is defined as “a travel lane that allows transit, registered car pool users 
with a tag account, and vehicles exempted by state law to use the facility for no charge.  All 
vehicle types not mentioned above will be charged a toll fee for the usage of the lane.” Whereas, 
a toll lane is defined as “a lane operated by the Alamo RMA as a traditional turnpike lane with a 
fixed fee for usage paid by all drivers unless exempted by state law or these policies.” 

5.2. Specific Comment Responses 

If a comment was only brought up by one person or was particularly complex in nature it was 
given a specific response. This is indicated by “Specific Response see Section 5.2” located in 
the Response # column of Table 2. 
 
Response to Comment 8: The provision of transit services is the authority of VIA and not within 
the scope of the US 281 Corridor Project. This suggestion will be shared with VIA. 
 
Response to Comment 39: In terms of incomplete proposals, the alternatives considered for 
the US 281 Corridor Project are designed to a level such that they can be compared under 
NEPA. If a build alternative is selected as part of the Record of Decision, it will be refined and 
fully developed for the purposes of construction. Also please see General Response 3. 
 
Response Comment 93: Although improvements for the US 281 Corridor Project would require 
additional right of way (ROW), no “at risk” ROW acquisitions have been identified. “Early 
acquisition” is defined in 23 Code of Federal Regulations 710.105(b) as acquisition in advance of 
an FHWA authorization or agreement.  The term “at risk” is used to explain that the state bears 
the risk associated with acquiring parcels that may not be required for the project or not within 
the approved alignment following the environmental process.  ROW acquisition would be 
performed in accordance with the Uniform Act, as amended. Property currently owned by TxDOT 
was acquired prior to the commencement of this EIS. Please see www.411onUS281.com for 
project-related contact information. 
 
Response to Comment 99:  

1) These assumptions were based on data provided by the Texas Water Development 
Board in the South Central Texas Regional Water Plan.  These plans are used in Texas 
to estimate the future water resources supplies and demands in the state of Texas.  The 
referred to assumption states that “water supply for the region through the year 2030 
assumes that at least 320,000 acre-feet of groundwater will be available annually from 
the southern (San Antonio) segment of the Edwards Aquifer even during conditions 
equivalent to the drought of record. This does not include any droughts of longer duration 
or frequency predicted by climate change models. This assumption discusses assumed 

http://www.411onus281.com/


Meeting Report on the US 281 EIS Open House May 8, 2014 

Page 101 of 104 
 

supply only; specifically that 320,000 acre-feet of groundwater will be available from the 
Edwards Aquifer through 2030 except in the instance of a long duration drought. Table 5-
1 discusses the current status of water resources in the Water RSA in terms of its long 
term health. “The status and viability of ground and surface water resources is a function 
of both water supply and water quality. The current health of water resources in the Water 
RSA is considered stable, but additional water supplies are needed to support projected 
future regional water demand.  The quality of surface and ground water is at risk due to a 
likely increase in impervious cover and contaminant runoff from future development, with 
additional risk for groundwater contamination from surface pollutants and subsurface 
aquifer contamination.”  The EIS acknowledges that water supply for the San Antonio 
region would be affected by projected future land development. 

2) Commenter is correct; there is no discussion about climate change specifically. However, 
there is an extensive discussion in this section about water supply in the Edwards Aquifer 
as it relates to the dynamics of precipitation/drought cycles and recharge with well 
withdrawals and spring flow.  

3) The referenced section in Chapter 3 discusses mitigation for direct impacts to water 
resources. The section does acknowledge that if the proposed improvements spur more 
development along the US 281 corridor, there could be a negative impact on groundwater 
quality associated with that development, particularly if proper storm water BMPs are not 
implemented.   

a. In terms of the direct impacts of the project on water quality - Appendix K3 – 
TCEQ Edwards Aquifer Regulatory Evaluation of the Final EIS evaluates the 
project in terms of the current regulatory requirements to maintain the water 
quality of the Edwards Aquifer.   

b. In terms of the project’s commitments to maintain water quality of the Edwards 
Aquifer resulting from the project, TCEQ regulations require the use of temporary 
and permanent BMPs for the treatment of storm water runoff from areas of 
impervious cover. The regulations require the removal of at least 80 percent of 
total suspended solids (TSS) in storm water runoff from the increase in impervious 
cover resulting from the project. The US 281 Corridor Project would exceed this 
requirement to meet 80 percent TSS removal for the project as a whole, by 
meeting the 80 percent TSS removal threshold at each storm water outfall.    

c. In terms of the effects of induced land development on water quality, the Preferred 
Expressway Alternative would have the effect of added vehicle trip capacity, 
reduced travel times and increased accessibility to the area, which could make 
the area potentially more attractive to development overall.  However, many other 
development factors have to be taken into account, such as maturity of the 
existing transportation infrastructure; land availability and price; state of the 
regional economy; area vacancy rates; location attractiveness; political/regulatory 
conditions; land use controls; traffic volumes on intersecting roadways; and the 
availability of water and sewer infrastructure.  Table 4-8 of the Final EIS describes 
the potential indirect impact to water resources as a result of induced growth that 
may be attributable to the project.  

d. In terms of mitigating the effects of land development induced by the project and 
projected land development activities overall, in a high growth area like the US 
281 AOI, where the potential for both induced and other foreseeable future 
development is substantial, it is difficult to sort out cause-effect impact 
relationships in a way that would clearly point to any single action or program with 
respect to particular mitigation responsibilities. The challenges to the sustainability 
of resources in the AOI transcend jurisdictional boundaries and would require 
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long-term and continued cooperative efforts of all stakeholders and institutions, 
both public and private.   

4) The US 281 project corridor has unpaved and informal shoulders along the entire corridor 
from Loop 1604 to Borgfeld Drive and does not have a storm water drainage system that 
meets current TCEQ Water Pollution Abatement Plan (WPAP) standards with the 
exception of the recently constructed US 281 Super Street. As such, the US 281 project 
corridor is current susceptible to contaminants, such as metals and organic compounds, 
entering recharge features. Improvements to the storm water drainage system would 
occur with transportation capacity improvement projects. These types of project on US 
281 have been limited over the past 30 years. Several attempts to improve the US 281 
project corridor have been made by FHWA; however, the only additional capacity added 
during this time include improvement between Bitters Road and Sonterra Boulevard, the 
US 281 Super Street and the southern portion of the US 281 / Loop 1604 interchange.  
As such, the opportunity to improve the storm water system to meet the TCEQ standards 
has been limited.  The US 281 Corridor Project offers an opportunity to improve water 
quality by exceeding the TCEQ requires (see 3b above). 

5) The US 281 Corridor Project would pursue a variety of means to protect the water quality 
of the Edwards Aquifer.  

a. The Preferred Expressway Alternative would increase the impervious cover by 
118 acres. 

b. Porous Friction Pavement (PFC) will be evaluated during final design. 
c. Bio-retention and vegetative filter strips are included in the design of the Preferred 

Expressway Alternative.  More information can be found in Appendix K3 – TCEQ 
Edwards Aquifer Regulatory Evaluation. 

d. The conceptual schematic for the Preferred Expressway Alternative is available in 
Appendix K1 – Conceptual Schematics. 

e. The inclusion of hazardous material traps will be evaluated in final design. 
f. Comment noted. 

 
Response Comment 102: Sendero Vedre would continue to have access to US 281 via the 
frontage road lanes. Northbound travelers may either travel on the frontage road lanes or enter 
the managed lanes just north of Sendero Verde. Southbound travelers would use the U-turn at 
Wilderness Oaks and either travel on the frontage road lanes or access the managed lanes north 
of Mountain Lodge. 
 
Response Comment 142: The US 281 Corridor Project has been classified as an 
Environmental Impact Statement by FHWA for the purposes of NEPA based on the potential for 
human and/or environmental impacts.  Also, please see General Response 9. 
 
Response to Comment 173: The Elevated Expressway Alternative, analyzed in the Draft EIS, 
contemplated elevated main lanes while the existing US 281 lanes remained at grade. It was 
determined that a complete at-grade solution (the Expressway Alternative) better met the need 
for and purpose of the project and had fewer adverse impacts when compared to the Elevated 
Expressway Alternative (see Chapter 2, Alternatives Considered of the Final EIS). 
 
Response to Comment 211: If safe ingress/egress to an adjacent property were to be 
compromised and a safe access point alternative was not feasible to the extent that the property 
would no longer be economically viable than this property would be considered a displacement 
and would be subject to the requirements of the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real 
Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, as amended.  Parcel level information pertaining to the 
proposed right of way for the Preferred Expressway Alternative can be found in Appendix K2 – 
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US 281 Schematic – Preliminary Project Cost Estimate of the Final EIS. Also, please see 
General Responses 1, 11 and 20. 

6.0 NEXT STEPS 

6.1. Meeting Report Posting 

The Alamo RMA will include the meeting report in the Final EIS and post on the website 
developed for the exchange of information with the community on US 281 improvements, 
specifically, www.411on281.com. 

http://www.411on281.com/


 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

This page intentionally left blank. 

 



Meeting Report on the US 281 EIS Open House May 8, 2014    

 

Appendix A – Legal Notices And Other Methods Of Meeting 
Advertisements 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

This page left blank. 

 



B12 | Sunday, April 6, 2014 | SAN ANTONIO EXPRESS-NEWS AND MYSA.COM

EDWARDS AQUIFER AUTHORITY
REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS

FOR GROUP LIFE, MEDICAL, DENTAL,
AND LONG-TERM DISABILITY

INSURANCE COVERAGE
PROPOSAL #129-14-AFS

The Edwards Aquifer Authority invites
qualified firms to submit sealed proposals
for Group Life, Medical, Dental and
Long-Term Disability Insurance Coverage.

Proposal specifications will be available at
900 E. Quincy St., San Antonio, TX 78215,
on Monday, March 31, 2014.

The deadline for proposals is 3:00 p.m.,
Wednesday, May 7, 2014.

For more information contact Ms. Cyndi
Holman, Procurement Specialist, at

(210) 222-2204 or visit
http://www.edwardsaquifer.org/

administration/
doing-business-with-the-eaa

REQUEST FOR COMPETITIVE 
SEALED PROPOSALS

The Schertz-Cibolo-Universal City ISD is
accepting sealed proposals for the project
listed below on the date and time
indicated.

RFCSP. 14-017C
New District Wireless LAN and 

Data Network Replacement
April 22, 2014 - 2:00PM

A District Wide project to procure and
install a Wireless LAN to include Wireless
Access Points at each campus. The project
also includes the replacement and addi-
tion of the District’s data network
equipment to include core, edge and
access switches. All proposals must be
delivered to Schertz Cibolo Universal City
ISD Purchasing Department, 1056 Elbel
Road, Schertz, TX 78154 on or before the
above date and time set to receive the
proposals.

A Pre-Proposal Conference is scheduled
for Thursday April 10th @ 10:00 A.M. at
the District Technology Office Computer
Lab. 

Proposal documents are available April 7th
on the COMBS Consulting Group, LP
website www.combs-group.com. Project
magnitude is $2,500,000-$3,000,000. An
electronic version will also be made
available at no cost from COMBS Consult-
ing Group, LP 8200 IH-10 West, Suite 103,
San Antonio, Texas 78230 (210.698.7887).

Classified
Continued From

Section G
Page 11

REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL
#303-5-20434

The Texas Facilities Commission seeks a
lease of approx. 6,458 sq. ft. of office
space in Gonzales, TX for the Health and
Human Services Commission (HHSC), the
Department of Family and Protective
Services (DFPS), the Department of
Assistive and Rehabilitative Services
(DARS), and the Department of Aging and
Disability Services (DADS). Proposal dead-
line is May 6, 2014. For details contact
Evelyn Esquivel at (512) 463-6494 or go to
h t t p : / / e s b d . c p a . s t a t e . t x . u s /
bid_show.cfm?bidid=110702.

REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (RFP)

The Center for Health Care Services (the
"Center") has been providing behavioral
health care services to residents of Bexar
County for over forty years. The Center is
accepting proposals for the provision of
Annual Financial and Compliance Audit
Services (Project #2014-008) from qual-
ified vendors as further defined in the
Request for Proposal ("RFP") document to
be available as of April 9, 2014 via the
Center’s website at www.chcsbc.org/
current-rfps/ or by email request to
jchapman@chcsbc.org. Sealed proposals
must be submitted by 3:00 PM CST on
April 30, 2014 per RFP instructions. Upon
review and evaluation of submitted
proposals, the Center shall award a
contract to the proposal that provides the
best value to the Center and its
consumers. Services estimated to begin
July 2014.

UNIVERSITY HEALTH SYSTEM
REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS

University Health System is soliciting
sealed proposals for the solicitation(s)
listed below:

Bid#: RFP-214-01-011-SVC
Name of Bid/Proposal: Back-Up Ambu-
lance Services
Due Date: May 01, 2014 @ 2:00 P.M.
Open Date: May 01, 2014 @ 2:05 P.M.

Completed proposals packages are to be
delivered prior to but not after 2:00 p.m.
on the due date noted. Delivery address is
University Health System Business Center,
355-2 Spencer Lane, San Antonio, Texas
78201.

Electronic copies of the RFP will be
available to download from University
Health System’s website at: 
www.universityhealthsvstem.com/bids.
Bid packages will not be mailed to
vendors. RFP number is required to
appear somewhere on the FedEx
waybill. No unlawful discrimination will
be made against bidders, vendors, or
contractors.

SAISD HAS A REQUEST FOR
COMPETITIVE SEALED PROPOSAL

#14-026(RC)

For the Construction of Fox Tech High
School/University Health System Clinic.
Proposals are due on or before 2:00 pm
(CST) on Thur, 04-24-14. A copy of the
RFCSP may be obtained from Rosalie
Cavazos, (210) 224-2781 ext: 120, Materi-
als Management/Purchasing Dept, 1215
Austin St, SA, TX 78208, between the
hours of 9:00 am - 11:00 am and 1:00 pm -
4:00 pm beginning on Mon, 03-31-14
upon deposit of $100.00 per set (Check or
Money Order payable to the SAISD).

NOTICE OF BIDS/PROPOSALS

SAISD will accept sealed bids/proposals:

#14-029, Floral Decorations for Gradua-
tion Ceremonies, due by 1:00 pm, Mon.
4-28-14.
#14-030, Decorations for Graduation
Ceremonies, due by 1:30 pm, Mon.
4-28-14.
#14-031, Photography for End of Gradua-
tion Ceremonies, due by 2:00 pm, Mon.
4-28-14.
#14-027, Basketball Supplies & Equip-
ment, due by 1:00 pm, Tue. 4-29-14.
#14-028, Baseball Supplies & Equipment,
due by 2:00 pm, Tue. 4-29-14.

All bids will need to be delivered to 1215
Austin St, SA, TX 78208. Solicitations
available at www.texasbidsystem.com. For
information call Rosalie Cavazos, (210)
224-2781 ext: 120.

NOTICE OF BIDS/PROPOSALS

Northside ISD is accepting Sealed Propos-
als for RFCSP #2014-056, for the 2014
Summer Flooring Projects, until 2:00 pm
5/07/14 in the NISD Central Office Board
Room, 5900 Evers Rd., Bldg "A", SAT
78238. Pre-Proposal Conference on 4/24/
14 @ 2:00pm in the NISD Central Office
Board Room, 5900 Evers Rd., Bldg "A", SAT
78238. Obtain construction documents on
or after 4/07/14 from Nextgen Architects,
45 NE Loop 410 Suite 210, San Antonio,
Texas 78216, (210) 286-7702. Additional-
ly, copies of the "Proposal Documents"
may be examined during normal business
hours at Virtual Builders Exchange, iSqFt
Plan Room and the San Antonio Chapter of
the Association of General Contractors.
Project requires bid bond. All proposals
must be delivered to the NISD Board
Room, 5900 Evers Rd., SAT 78238 on or
before the date and time.

NOTICE OF OPEN HOUSE

US 281 Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS)

Loop 1604 to Borgfeld Drive, Bexar County

The Alamo Regional Mobility Authority
(Alamo RMA) and Texas Department of
Transportation (TxDOT) will hold an open
house to present the draft Preferred
Alternative for US 281 from Loop 1604 to
Borgfeld Drive in Bexar County. The US 281
Corridor Project would span approximately
8 miles, add additional travel lanes, and
include four non-toll direct connector
ramps that comprise the northern half of
the US 281 interchange with Loop 1604. 

The open house will be held as follows: 
Thursday, May 8, 2014
Summit Christian Center
2575 Marshall Road
San Antonio, Texas 78259

SAISD ONLINE PUBLIC AUCTION

The San Antonio Independent School
District (SAISD) will sell Ten (10)
surplus portable classroom buildings
by online public auction starting
Tuesday April 4, 2014 and ending on
Thrusday, April 17, 2014. Please
access www.lemonsauctioneers.com
for details. Lemons Auctioneers (Li-
cense Number is 7341) may be
contacted at 1-800-243-1113.

NOTICE OF PUBLIC SURPLUS SALE

The San Antonio River Authority ("SARA")
is conducting a sale of items that have
been declared surplus. These items consist
of vehicles, miscellaneous equipment,
computers and furniture. The sale of these
items is conducted by sealed bid only. A
public viewing will be held on April 15th
and 16th from 9:00AM-4:00PM. The public
is encouraged to view the surplus items
prior to placing a sealed bid.

The surplus list, viewing instructions and
bid forms may be downloaded from our
website at www.sara-tx.org under the
"Contracting Opportunities" link.

Bids are due no later than April 21st at
5:00PM to 100 E Guenther, San Antonio,
TX 78204. Attn: Marie Hulsey

NOTICE OF BIDS/PROPOSALS

SAISD will accept sealed proposals for:

#14-032, Student and Athletic Insurance
from "A" Rated Insurance Companies, due
by 1:00 pm, Wed. 04-30-14.

#14-033, Day Care Services, due by 2:30
pm, Mon. 04-28-14.

All proposals will need to be delivered at
1215 Austin St., SA, TX 78208. Solic-
itations available at www.texasbidsystem-
.com. For information call Andrea C. Tena,
(210) 224-2781, ext: 119.

ST. ANN CHURCH 11862 Southton
Brisket/Sausag Plts $7 Sat. 4/12- 11-2p

EARN UP TO $100 This Week By
Donating Plasma! 

14004 Nacogdoches Rd 
210-320-3582/ cslplasma.com

5:30 p.m. - 7:00 p.m.

The open house will allow for questions
and viewing of project exhibits. No
presentation will be given. Maps and other
drawings showing the draft Preferred
Alternative will be displayed. Repre-
sentatives from TxDOT, Alamo RMA and
the US 281 EIS Team will be available to
answer individual questions. 

The draft schematic depicting the Pre-
ferred Alternative will be available for
review at the following locations on April
8, 2014: (1) Alamo Regional Mobility
Authority, 233 North Pecos La Trinidad,
Suite 420, San Antonio, TX 78207; (2)
Texas Department of Transportation, 4615
N.W. Loop 410, San Antonio, TX 78229;
and (3) Jacobs Engineering Group, 911
Central Parkway North, Suite 425, San
Antonio, TX 78232.

Beginning April 8, 2014, a digital version of
the draft schematic of the Preferred
Alternative may be downloaded from the
project website at http://www.411on281.
com/us281eis/.

All interested persons are invited to attend
the open house. Persons interested in
attending who have special communi-
cation or accommodation needs are
encouraged to contact Mike Chavez at
(512) 416-2514 at least two (2) working
days prior to the open house. TxDOT, Bexar
County and Alamo RMA offices are open
Monday through Friday, from 8:00 a.m. to
5:00 p.m., excluding state and federal
holidays. Because the open house will be
conducted in English, any requests for
language interpreters or other special
communication needs should also be
made at least two (2) working days prior to
the open house. TxDOT and the Alamo
RMA will make every reasonable effort to
accommodate these needs. 

Verbal and written comments from the
public regarding this project are request-
ed. A court reporter/transcriber will be
available to accept verbal comments at the
open house. Comments may be submitted
at the open house or in writing after the
open house. Written comments may be
mailed to TxDOT-ENV, Attention: Mike
Chavez, 125 E. 11th Street, Austin, TX
78701-2483 and comments can be
submitted electronically at http://
www.411on281.com/us281eis/ under
Submit Comments. All comments must be
received by May 19, 2014 to be included in
the open house record. 

MONEY To Lend, Private $ for 
Real Estate, Biz Loans, 

Oil/Gas Royalties 210-249-2111

MONEY AVAILABLE FOR BUSINESS-
ES Bad credit ok. Seminar Sat, April

12th. 210-852-7146

POPULAR FINANCE SERVICE
$10-$1,200 $10 FREE if we refuse you

a loan * 1114 SW Military Dr #108
210-227-6296/927-0815

NEED To Get Rid of Overstocked
Merchandise? We Have Buyers On

Both Side of the Border. Call Sergio at
956-324-9804 or email me at:

sarodealty@yahoo.com

AUTO Title/Payday Loan Business on
Southside. Quick Sale. 210-289-1609

UPSCALE HAIR & NAIL SALON 
closing its doors. Everything must
sell, we have everything you need
for your business. 952-212-3708

THANK YOU ST. JUDE for prayers
answered. I.C.G.

CONSERVATIVE 
JURORS WANTED:

Help decide a real court case
during a mock trial on Friday, April

18, 2014. Must be 21+, speak
English, & not know any other
jurors. Casual Dress. Photo ID

Req’d. $80 for 3.5 hrs. If
interested, respond to

applyfocus@gmail.com with date in
subject title (4/18/14). No later

than Friday, April 11, 2014.

HIGH SCHOOLS

Clark boys coach Wal-
ter Rule knows his team
has the attributes to be
successful. But there
have been times he’s
wondered if the Cougars
always believed as much
themselves. 

Any doubt was erased
on Saturday at Gustafson
Stadium as Clark outlast-
ed Churchill 4-3 in a
Class 5A second-round
game decided in a shoot-
out.

The Cougars won 5-4
on penalty kicks that re-
quired 14 shooters, ad-
vancing to the regional

quarterfinals for the sec-
ond time in five seasons
and for the first time
since 2010.

“We give this to char-
acter,” Rule said. “We’ve
preached this to these
kids for four years about
battling, and fighting and
overcoming obstacles.
When it gets a little bit
tough, you fight through
it. I think that’s what this
group is all about. We
don’t play the prettiest
soccer, but we play hard,
and when it’s that time,
we get it done.”

The Cougars (18-3-1)
got it done the hard way
on Saturday, squandering
a 3-0 advantage during

the shootout. Churchill
(16-4-4) got scores from
Miguel Velasquez, Quen-
tin Perez and Jacob
McDonald and two saves
from goalkeeper Jackson
Krueger to tie the extra
session and stave off de-
feat.

But Nick O’Malley put
Clark ahead 5-4 and
Cougars goalkeeper Pres-
ton Campbell made a
save to secure victory.

“Prior to the game I
told myself, ‘If it comes
to PKs, I know I can do
it. I can win this game
for us,’ ” Campbell said.
“I have the confidence in
my team that we can
overcome any adversity

that is in a game.”
The fact that the game

was decided on penalty
kicks was a drastic
change from how the
contest started. The
teams put on a dizzying
display of offense during

a first half that yielded
six goals in seemingly ev-
ery way imaginable –
corner kick, free kick,
throw-ins and through
the run of play.

Javier Martinez, Chris
Pantaleon and Tristan

Cavazos scored goals for
Clark, while Conner Tur-
pin, Velasquez and Jim-
my Johnson scored for
Churchill.

tthomas@express-news.net
Twitter: @mysahighschools

Tom Reel / San Antonio Express-News

Clark’s Jake Peterson (right) bumps the ball by Churchill’s Miguel Velasquez as
Clark advanced on penalty kicks in the Class 5A second-round match.

SOCCER

Clark nips Churchill
on 14-shot PK battle
By Terrence Thomas
STAFF WRITER

BASEBALL
SATURDAY’S RESULTS

DISTRICT 27-4A

CLEMENS 2, ALAMO HEIGHTS 0
Alamo Heights ...... 000 000 0 — 0 4 0
Clemens .................. 020 000 x — 2 5 2
W - J.J. Elkins (4-3), L - James Nittoli
(3-4).
Records: Alamo Heights (13-6, 4-4),
Clemens (14-6, 5-3)

HAYS 9, BOERNE CHAMPION 1
Boerne Champion .... 000 0100 — 1 12
Hays ........................... 160 002 x —9 13 1
W - Michael Gonzalez (2-0), L - Zeke Cur-
ney (1-2).
Records: Boerne Champion (6-13, 3-5),
Hays (17-4, 6-2)

SEGUIN 5, KERRVILLE TIVY 3
Kerrville Tivy ........ 200 010 0 — 3 8 0
Seguin ................... 005 000 x — 5 5 1
W - Bubba Miculka (4-1).
Records: Kerrville Tivy (8-9, 3-5), Seguin
(17-2, 7-1)

TAPPS 2-5A

ST. ANTHONY 1, CENT. CATHOLIC 0
St. Anthony ............ 000 100 0 — 1 2 0
Central Catholic ..... 000 000 0 — 0 1 3
W - Julian Cantu (4-3), L - Chris Olvera
(2-1).
Records: St. Anthony (11-7, 1-1), Central
Catholic (12-10, 3-2)

ANTONIAN 6, CC JOHN PAUL II 0
CC John Paul II ...... 000 000 0 — 0 3 2
Antonian ................ 301 111 x — 6 6 0
W - Troy Garcia (7-1), L - Larringa (0-1).
Records: CC John Paul II (1-4, 0-3), An-
tonian (22-5, 5-1)

TAPPS 3-4A

AUSTIN REGENTS 9, HOLY CROSS 2
Holy Cross ............... 101 000 0 — 2 5 3
Austin Regents ...... 210 240 x — 9 11 0
W - McCade Rice (0-0), L - Devin Ruiz
(0-1). HR - Austin Regents, Landon Opel
(1).
Records: Holy Cross (5-13, 1-4), Austin
Regents (3-0, 2-0)

NON-DISTRICT

TMI 15, CORNERSTONE 3
(FIVE INNINGS, RUN RULE)

Cornerstone ........... 010 20 — 3 0 0
TMI ......................... 446 1x — 15 0 0
W - Steven Constantin (3-4), L - Nicho-
las Perez (0-3).
Records: Cornerstone (2-5, 0-0), TMI
(15-11, 1-2)

BURBANK 9, SOUTH SAN 6
Burbank ............. 100 520 1 — 9 14 0
South San ......... 100 203 0 — 6 6 1
W - Jonathan Alanis (2-4), L - Juan Her-
nandez (1-1).
Records: Burbank (5-14, 2-5), South San
(13-7, 3-1)

YOAKUM 5, LA VERNIA 4
(NINE INNINGS, ONE OUT WHEN

WINNING RUN SCORED)
La Vernia ....... 100 000 030 — 4 6 4
Yoakum ......... 010 000 031 — 5 7 3
W - Travis Fishbeck (1-0), L - Tanner
Sims (0-1).
Records: La Vernia (17-4, 4-0), Yoakum
(2-0, 0-0)

MONDAY’S GAMES

26-5A: Madison vs. Roosevelt (BAC
Complex), 7:15 p.m.
SPC South: Houston Northland Chris-
tian at Episcopal, 7 p.m.

TUESDAY’S GAMES

25-5A: San Marcos at Smithson Valley, 7
p.m.; New Braunfels at NB Canyon, 7
p.m.; Wagner at Judson, 7 p.m.

26-5A: Lee vs. Reagan (BAC Complex),
4:30 p.m.; MacArthur vs. Churchill (BAC
Complex), 7:15 p.m.
27-5A: Brandeis vs. Taft (Northside Field
No. 2), 4:45 p.m.; Jay vs. Stevens (North-
side Field No. 1), 4:45 p.m.; Holmes vs.
Warren (Northside Field No. 2), 7:30
p.m.; Marshall vs. O’Connor (Northside
Field No. 1), 7:30 p.m.
28-5A: South San at CC Carroll, 7 p.m.;
CC King at East Central, 7 p.m.; Steele at
Southwest, 7 p.m.
27-4A: Alamo Heights at Hays, 7 p.m.;
Boerne Champion at Seguin, 7 p.m.; Kerr-
ville Tivy at Lockhart, 7 p.m.; Lehman at
Clemens, 7 p.m.
28-4A: Brennan vs. Lanier (SAISD Field
No. 1), 4:30 p.m.; Burbank vs. Bracken-
ridge (SAISD Field No. 2), 6 p.m.; Jef-
ferson vs. Highlands (SAISD Field No. 1),
7 p.m.
29-4A: Kennedy at Medina Valley, 6:30
p.m.; Floresville at Harlandale, 6:30 p.m.;
McCollum vs. Memorial (Edgewood
Field), 6:30 p.m.; Southside at Uvalde,
6:30 p.m.
26-3A: Cuero at Giddings, 7 p.m.; Gon-
zales at La Grange, 7 p.m.; Yoakum at
Smithville, 7 p.m.
27-3A: Boerne at Bandera, 7 p.m.; Can-
yon Lake at Wimberley, 7 p.m.; Navarro
at Fredericksburg, 7 p.m.
28-3A: Sam Houston at Somerset, 7
p.m.; Poteet at Pleasanton, 7 p.m.
29-3A: Hondo at Crystal City, 7 p.m.; De-
vine at Pearsall, 7 p.m.; Carrizo Springs at
Lytle, 7 p.m.
27-2A: Comfort at Johnson City, 7 p.m.;
Blanco at Ingram, 7 p.m.
28-2A: Hallettsville at Poth, noon;
Stockdale at Karnes City, 7 p.m.; Nixon-
Smiley at Schulenburg, 7 p.m.
29-2A: Natalia at Cole, 4:30 p.m.; Cotul-
la at Marion, 7 p.m.; Cole at Natalia, 7
p.m.; Dilley at Jourdanton, 7 p.m.
28-A: Weimar at Flatonia, 4:30 p.m.;
Shiner at Yorktown, 7 p.m.; Ganado at
Louise, 7 p.m.
29-A: Eldorado at Menard, 4:30 p.m.;
Junction at Harper, 7 p.m.; Mason at
Ozona, 7 p.m.
30-A: Sabinal at Medina, 4:30 p.m.;
Center Point at La Pryor, 7 p.m.; Brackett
at Charlotte, 7 p.m.
31-A: Runge at Kenedy, 7 p.m.; Falls City
at Pettus, 7 p.m.; Three Rivers at Port
Aransas, 7 p.m.
TAPPS 3-4A: Holy Cross at Cornerstone,
5 p.m.
TAPPS 5-2A-A: Boerne Geneva at New
Braunfels Christian, TBD
Non-district: Edison at Antonian, 4:30
p.m.

LACROSSE
TEXAS H.S. LACROSSE

LEAGUE D-II

SAINT MARY’S HALL 8, SMITHSON
VALLEY 2

Goals: Saint Mary’s Hall, Beightler 4;
Robinson 2; Wickersham 2; Smithson
Valley, scorers not available.

SOCCER

Boys playoffs
SATURDAY’S RESULTS

CLASS 5A SECOND ROUND

CLARK 4, CHURCHILL 3, SO
Churchill: Jimmy Johnson, 1; Conner Tur-
pin, 1; Miguel Velasquez, 1.
Clark: Tristan Cavazos, 1; Javier Martinez,
1. Chris Pantaleon 1.

SOFTBALL
SATURDAY’S RESULTS

DISTRICT 27-4A

LOCKHART 7, BOERNE CHAMPION 3
Boerne Champion ..... 100 010 1 — 3 7 3
Lockhart ..................... 200 203 x — 7 8 1

L - Maddie Boyers (11-6). HR - Lockhart,
Gabby Ybarra (1).
Records: Boerne Champion (13-9, 7-4),
Lockhart (15-5, 6-3)

ALAMO HEIGHTS 10, 
KERRVILLE TIVY 6

Kerrville Tivy ........ 300 001 2 — 6 9 3
Alamo Heights ..... 000 046 x — 10 12 4
W - Nicole Clements (5-9), L - Havis
(0-2).
Records: Kerrville Tivy (7-18, 1-10), Ala-
mo Heights (5-16, 2-9)

DISTRICT 28-2A

POTH 17, NIXON-SMILEY 2
(FOUR INNINGS, RUN RULE)

Poth ........................... 427 4 — 17 6 2
Nixon-Smiley ............ 020 0 — 2 1 5
W - Morgan Reed (1-0).
Records: Poth (8-12, 4-4), Nixon-Smiley
(0-9, 0-6)

TAPPS 2-5A

ANTONIAN 13, CC JOHN PAUL II 2
(SIX INNINGS, RUN RULE)

CC John Paul II ....... 001 100 — 2 2 4
Antonian ................. 402 043 — 13 13 1
W - Tarin Travieso (7-3), L - Lexi Jaimes
(0-6). HR - Antonian, Tarin Travieso (1).
Records: CC John Paul II (1-7, 0-4), Anto-
nian (20-7, 3-1)

TAPPS 3-4A

HOLY CROSS 12, AUS. HYDE PARK 2
(FIVE INNINGS, RUN RULE; 

ONE OUT WHEN GAME ENDED)
Austin Hyde Park ...... 200 00 — 2 3 2
Holy Cross ................... 710 05 — 12 12 1
W - Julia Ibarra (19-6), L - Kayla Garrett
(0-1).
Records: Austin Hyde Park (3-2, 0-1),
Holy Cross (23-8, 7-1)

MONDAY’S GAMES

Non-district: Brandeis vs. Churchill
(NEISD West Softball Field), 7 p.m.

TUESDAY’S GAMES

25-5A: NB Canyon at Smithson Valley, 7
p.m.; Judson at San Marcos, 7 p.m.; New
Braunfels at Wagner, 7 p.m.
26-5A: MacArthur vs. Reagan (NEISD
West Softball Field), 5 p.m.; Johnson vs.
Roosevelt (NEISD East Softball Field), 7
p.m.; Madison vs. Lee (NEISD West Soft-
ball Field), 7 p.m.
27-5A: Jay vs. Clark (Northside Field No.
2), 5 p.m.; Marshall vs. Taft (Northside
Field No. 1), 5 p.m.; Holmes vs. Stevens
(Northside Field No. 1), 7 p.m.; Warren vs.
O’Connor (Northside Field No. 2), 7 p.m.
28-5A: CC King vs. CC Carroll (Cabaniss
Field), 5:30 p.m.; Southwest at East
Central, 7 p.m.; Steele at South San, 7:15
p.m.
27-4A: Kerrville Tivy at Lehman, 7 p.m.;
Lockhart at Alamo Heights, 7 p.m.; Clem-
ens at Boerne Champion, 7 p.m.; Seguin
at Hays, 7 p.m.
28-4A: Highlands vs. Lanier (MVSC No.
2), 7:15 p.m.; Brackenridge vs. Edison
(MVSC No. 1), 7:15 p.m.
29-4A: Floresville at Harlandale, 6:30
p.m.; McCollum vs. Memorial (Tiger
Field), 6:30 p.m.; Southside at Uvalde,
6:30 p.m.; Kennedy at Medina Valley,
7:15 p.m.
26-3A: Cuero at Giddings, 7 p.m.; Gon-
zales at La Grange, 7 p.m.; Yoakum at
Smithville, 7 p.m.
27-3A: Fredericksburg at Boerne, TBD;
Bandera at Canyon Lake, 7 p.m.; Wim-
berley at Navarro, 7 p.m.
28-3A: Sam Houston at Somerset, 6
p.m.; Poteet at Pleasanton, 7 p.m.
29-3A: Devine at Pearsall, 7 p.m.; Carrizo
Springs at Lytle, 7 p.m.; Hondo at Crystal
City, 7 p.m.
27-2A: Blanco at Ingram, 6 p.m.; Com-
fort at Johnson City, 7 p.m.
28-2A: Stockdale at Karnes City, 6 p.m.;
Nixon-Smiley at Schulenburg, 7 p.m.;
Hallettsville at Poth, 7 p.m.
29-2A: Brooks Academy at Natalia, 6
p.m.; Cotulla at Marion, 7 p.m.
29-A: Harper at Center Point, 6 p.m.;

Junction at Mason, 6:30 p.m.
30-A: Brackett at D’Hanis, 4:30 p.m.; La
Pryor at Sabinal, 6 p.m.
31-A: Kenedy at Woodsboro, 6 p.m.; Pet-
tus at Three Rivers, 6 p.m.; Runge at
Yorktown, 6 p.m.
Non-district: Nordheim at Luling, 6 p.m.

TENNIS
DISTRICT 27-5A TOURN.

At NISD Tennis Center
Final results

Note: The top two singles and doubles
teams advance to the Region IV-5A
Tournament, April 15-16, at McFarlin Ten-
nis Center.

Boys singles: Championship — Gabe
Evans, Jay, def. Rudy Bonilla, Clark, 6-1,
7-5. Third place — Ricky Keh, Clark, def.
Dario Bello, Health Careers, 6-1, 6-0.
Playback — Bonilla def. Keh 6-2, 6-2.
Semifinals — Evans def. Keh 6-2, 6-3;
Bonilla def. Bello 6-1, 6-2.

Boys doubles: Championship — Mul-
doon-Skrobarcek, O’Connor, def. Todd-
Reichman, Clark, 6-1, 2-6, 6-1. Third place
— Castelhano-Price, Marshall, def. Fris-
bie-Flores, Clark, 6-4, 6-3. Semifinals —
Muldoon-Skrobarcek def. Frisbie-Flores
6-1, 6-2; Todd-Reichman def. Castel-
hano-Price 6-1, 6-3. 

Girls singles: Championship — El-
izabeth Hlavinka, O’Connor, def. Rachel
Franklin, Taft, 7-6, 6-2. Third place —
Raeven Salas, Stevens, def. Hanna Raf-
ferty, Clark, 3-6, 6-2, 6-1. Semifinals —
Hlavinka def. Rafferty 6-0, 6-0; Franklin
def. Salas 6-1, 6-2.

Girls doubles: Championship — Wash-
ington-Mack, Warren, def. Russ-Vargas,
Stevens, 6-1, 6-2. Third place — Ghamar-
ian-Talamantez, Health Careers, def.
Steele-Salehi, Health Careers, 6-3, 6-0.
Semifinals — Washington-Mack def.
Steele-Salehi 6-2, 6-2; Russ-Vargas def.
Ghamarian-Talamantez 7-6, 7-6.

Mixed doubles: Championship — Mar-
tinez-Dill, Clark, def. Quarderer-Vaquera,
Warren, 6-3, 7-5. Third place — Kunau-
Kiehne, Clark, def. Salem-Arguijo, Bran-
deis, 1-6, 6-2, 6-2. Semifinals — Quarder-
er-Vaquera def. Kunau-Kiehne 6-3, 6-0;
Martinez-Dill def. Salem-Arguijo 6-2, 6-3.

TRACK & FIELD
THURSDAY’S LATE RESULTS

RANDOLPH INVITATIONAL

AT RANDOLPH
BOYS

Teams: 1, Navarro 124; 2, Cole 116; 3, Lyt-
le 99; 4, Randolph 62; 5, Gonzales 59; 6,
SA Christian 53; 7, Jourdanton 39; 8, Na-
talia 32; 9, San Marcos Academy 28.
Shot put: 1, Zach Perez-Clack, Gonzales
45-3 2, Justin Brister, Jourdanton 43-03⁄4

3, Ethan Earl, SA Christian 42-11.
Discus: 1, Ryan Farrell, Randolph 133-3 2,
Richard Pacheco, Natalia 129-6 3, Ar-
mando Martinez, Lytle 127-11.
Pole vault: 1, Chad Wieland, Navarro
11-6 2, Jonathan Hinshaw, Lytle 11-6 3,
Zach Trujillo, Randolph 10-6.
High jump: 1, Mardio Lattimore, Cole 5-
10 2, Kyle Robbins, San Marcos Academy
5-6 3, Kyle Martin, Navarro 5-6.
Long jump: 1, Erik Villarreal, Natalia
20-101⁄4 2, TyShawn Erskin, Gonzales
20-3 3, Brandon Lilly, Jourdanton 19-83⁄4.
Triple jump: 1, Desmond Jackson, San
Marcos Academy 43-1 2, Miguel Guajar-
do, Lytle 41-6 3, Erik Villarreal, Natalia
41-1 .
100: 1, Neal Daniels, Cole 11.70 2, Kris
Evans, Cole 11.94 3, Ryan Young, Navarro
11.96.
200: 1, Christian Cedeno, Lytle 23.57 2,
Lucas Lake, Navarro 23.74 3, Jacob Kelly,
Cole 23.88.
400: 1, Luke Jaroszewski, Navarro 50.06
2, Tony Renteria, SA Christian 52.09 3,
Zach Trujillo, Randolph 53.90.
800: 1, Tony Renteria, SA Christian
2:01.85 2, Ashton Williams, Gonzales

2:05.55 3, Jose Garcia, Lytle 2:07.78.
1,600: 1, Jethro Stokes, Lytle 4:43.70 2,
Alex Herrera, Lytle 4:45.07 3, Ashton Wil-
liams, Gonzales 4:52.10.
3,200: 1, Jethro Stokes, Lytle 10:11.08 2,
Christian Schreckhise, Cole 10:22.60 3,
Mason Riley, SA Christian 10:36.23.
110 hurdles: 1, JaRaun Owen, Randolph
16.89 2, Keith Wilkerson, Cole 17.15 3, Al-
bert Fleming, Cole 18.10.
300 hurdles: 1, Jay Leal, Navarro 43.23
2, Keith Wilkerson, Cole 43.43 3, Kyle
Martin, Navarro 44.28.
400 relay: 1, Navarro, 44.51 (Ryan
Young, Tanner Law, Jay Leal, Luke Jaros-
zewski) 2, Cole, 44.52 3, Randolph,
45.25.
800 relay: 1, Cole, 1:33.67 (Darien Cana-
da, Tyrell Dunlap, Jacob Kelly, Kris
Evans) 2, Navarro, 1:35.26 3, Lytle, 1:37.17.
1,600 relay: 1, Navarro, 3:28.67 (Lucas
Lake, Ryan Young, Campbell Willfong,
Luke Jaroszewski) 2, Gonzales, 3:31.99 3,
SA Christian, 3:36.23.

GIRLS
Teams: 1, Gonzales 139.5; 2, Cole 102; 3,
Navarro 99; 4, Natalia 91; 5, Lytle 57; 6,
Randolph 55; 7, Jourdanton 40.5; 8, San
Marcos Academy 18; 9, SA Christian 8; 10,
Poteet 6; 11, Seguin Lifegate Christian 2;
12, Lutheran 2.
Shot put: 1, Ericka Hernandez, Gonzales
40-103⁄4 2, Joanne Carrejo, Natalia
32-101⁄4 3, Gabriela Medina, Lytle 32-7.
Discus: 1, Ericka Hernandez, Gonzales
119-7 2, Keaundra Cray, Gonzales 98-4 3,
McKenna Mason, San Marcos Academy
93-5 .
Pole vault: 1, Taylor Hampton, Natalia
8-6 2, Katherine Van DeWalle, Randolph
8-0 3, Savanna Russell, Navarro 7-6.
High jump: 1, Molly Barnick, Gonzales
5-2 2, Kelly Kubenka, Navarro 5-0 3,
Christa Gonzalez, Jourdanton 4-10 3, Ta-
rine Grace, Cole 4-10.
Long jump: 1, Anahi Hoover, Natalia 16-
10 2, Regina Garza, Natalia 16-01⁄2 3, Dy-
nellya Ragland, Cole 15-71⁄2.
Triple jump: 1, Dynellya Ragland, Cole
33-2 2, Keaundra Cray, Gonzales 32-8 3,
Taylor Hampton, Natalia 32-1.
100: 1, Anahi Hoover, Natalia 13.37 2, Re-
gina Garza, Natalia 13.68 3, Keaundra
Cray, Gonzales 13.89.
200: 1, Krisslynn Sexton, Gonzales 27.33
2, Venus Hurt, Randolph 27.63 3, Anahi
Hoover, Natalia 27.65.
400: 1, Kendall Torres, Navarro 1:01.40 2,
Kelsey Hardy, Gonzales 1:01.94 3, Mea-
gan Cunningham, Navarro 1:04.73.
800: 1, Kendall Torres, Navarro 2:24.83
2, Kelsey Hardy, Gonzales 2:29.48 3, Va-
nessa Estrada, Lytle 2:37.50.
1,600: 1, Natalie Cortez, Lytle 5:30.96 2,
Vanessa Estrada, Lytle 5:47.81 3, Ashley
Merritt, Navarro 5:49.59.
3,200: 1, Natalie Cortez, Lytle 12:00.55 2,
Lilly Aguilar, Natalia 13:05.14 3, Brook
Evans, SA Christian 13:25.81.
100 hurdles: 1, Hannah McNaughton,
Cole 16.64 2, Melodee Carrier, San Mar-
cos Academy 17.12 3, Katherine Van De-
Walle, Randolph 17.46.
300 hurdles: 1, Kelly Kubenka, Navarro
49.02 2, Maggie Aguilar, Jourdanton
49.51 3, Hannah McNaughton, Cole
49.91.
400 relay: 1, Cole, 50.51 (Amanda Mer-
cado, April Rogers, Jalen Gomez, Dynel-
lya Ragland) 2, Gonzales, 52.29 3, Nata-
lia, 53.03.
800 relay: 1, Cole, 1:47.78 (Amanda Mer-
cado, April Rogers, Dynellya Ragland, Ja-
len Gomez) 2, Gonzales, 1:49.22 3, Ran-
dolph, 1:52.37.
1,600 relay: 1, Cole, 4:10.63 (Jalen Go-
mez, Hannah McNaughton, Amanda
Mercado, Dynellya Ragland) 2, Navarro,
4:12.09 3, Gonzales, 4:21.29.

FRIDAY’S LATE RESULTS

SA CHRISTIAN INVITATIONAL

AT SA CHRISTIAN
BOYS

Teams: 1, Holy Cross 155; 2, SA Christian
111; 3, Boerne Geneva 109.5; 4, Austin
Hyde Park 91.5; 5, Victoria St. Joseph 71;

6, Cornerstone 60; 7, Castle Hills Baptist
56; 8, Schertz John Paul II 38; 9, Austin
St. Dominic Savio 25; 10, Cedar Park
Summit 24; 11, Saint Mary’s Hall 15; 12,
Austin Regents 13.
Shot put: 1, Greg Kelly, Holy Cross
45-81⁄2 2, Isaiah Montez, Holy Cross
44-71⁄2 3, Ethan Earl, SA Christian 41-0 .
Discus: 1, Rick Larque, Holy Cross 149-9
2, Sean Casey, Austin St. Dominic Savio
137-9 3, Greg Kelly, Holy Cross 134-1.
Pole vault: 1, Alex Matalon, SA Christian
12-6 2, Alex Ferrell, Victoria St. Joseph
10-6 3, Colton Brehm, Boerne Geneva
9-6.
High jump: 1, Zack Jonas, Boerne Gene-
va 6-2 2, William Proctor, Victoria St. Jo-
seph 5-8 3, Frederick Proctor, Victoria St.
Joseph 5-6.
Long jump: 1, Dante Johnson, Castle
Hills Baptist 20-2 2, Davon Collins, Cor-
nerstone 19-111⁄2 3, Logan Ward, Boerne
Geneva 19-91⁄4 4, Deshawn Phelps, Aus-
tin Hyde Park 19-6.
Triple jump: 1, Hayden Bomgaars,
Boerne Geneva 41-1 2, Logan Ward,
Boerne Geneva 40-53⁄4 3, Davon Collins,
Cornerstone 39-21⁄4.
100: 1, Cisco Flores, Holy Cross 11.22 2,
Jacob Swick, Cornerstone 11.44 3, Max
Morrison, Cornerstone 11.69.
200: 1, Max Morrison, Cornerstone 23.52
2, Cisco Flores, Holy Cross 23.93 3, Harri-
son Thompson, SA Christian 24.08.
400: 1, Tony Renteria, SA Christian 51.79
2, Greg McDade, Austin Hyde Park 51.81
3, Harrison Thompson, SA Christian
54.06 .
800: 1, Greg McDade, Austin Hyde Park
2:04.86 2, Julian Sparks, Austin St. Do-
minic Savio 2:11.36 3, Calvin Jones, Aus-
tin Hyde Park 2:11.93.
1,600: 1, Mason Riley, SA Christian
4:41.46 2, Teigen Ahrens, Boerne Geneva
5:09.90 3, Taylor Preece, Cedar Park
Summit 5:19.72.
3,200: 1, Luke Jasek, Schertz John Paul II
11:14.17 2, Luke Ford, Saint Mary’s Hall
11:25.80 3, Bradley Reyes, Holy Cross
11:35.78.
110 hurdles: 1, William Proctor, Victoria
St. Joseph 17.33 2, Cooper Christian, SA
Christian 18.40 3, Tyler Navarro, Boerne
Geneva 18.46.
300 hurdles: 1, Ethan Leos, Castle Hills
Baptist 43.47 2, Xavier De los Santos,
Holy Cross 46.13 3, Cooper Christian, SA
Christian 46.29.
400 relay: 1, Austin Hyde Park, 44.31 2,
Holy Cross, 45.18 3, Cornerstone, 46.28.
800 relay: 1, Austin Hyde Park, 1:32.86
2, Holy Cross, 1:36.40 3, Boerne Geneva,
1:37.16.
1,600 relay: 1, SA Christian, 3:37.07 2,
Austin Hyde Park, 3:40.17 3, Boerne Ge-
neva, 3:45.31.

GIRLS
Teams: 1, Victoria St. Joseph 204.5; 2,
Boerne Geneva 119; 3, Saint Mary’s Hall
90.5; 4, Castle Hills Baptist 67; 5, Schertz
John Paul II 63; 6, Austin St. Dominic Sa-
vio 45; 7, Austin Regents 37; 8, SA Chris-
tian 35; 9, Holy Cross 31; 10, Austin Hyde
Park 19; 11, Cornerstone 18; 12, Cedar Park
Summit 18.
Shot put: 1, Lauren Gilman, Schertz
John Paul II 31-11 2, Mallory Ozuna, Holy
Cross 30-21⁄2 3, Andrea Garza, Schertz
John Paul II 29-6.
Discus: 1, Dallas O’Connell, Castle Hills
Baptist 98-1 2, Steffi Sokolyk, Saint Ma-
ry’s Hall 90-2 3, Julie Perez, Boerne Ge-
neva 86-7.
Pole vault: 1, Abigail Gwosdz, Victoria
St. Joseph 8-0 2, Miranda Ward, Boerne
Geneva 8-0 3, Katie Dent, Victoria St. Jo-
seph 7-6.
High jump: 1, Rebecca James, SA Chris-
tian 4-8 1, Kristi Hempel, Victoria St. Jo-
seph 4-8 3, Mary Liz Winston, Boerne
Geneva 4-8.
Long jump: 1, Kristen Fisher, Victoria St.
Joseph 16-0 2, Haley Alexander, Victoria
St. Joseph 14-91⁄2 3, Skylar Tippetts,
Boerne Geneva 14-71⁄2.
Triple jump: 1, Kristen Fisher, Victoria St.
Joseph 34-13⁄4 2, Addie Lipe, Boerne Ge-
neva 33-1 3, Angela Kelly, Austin St. Do-
minic Savio 32-01⁄2.

100: 1, Kristen Fisher, Victoria St. Joseph
13.16 2, Mary Wallace, Austin Hyde Park
13.23 3, Linsey Montgomery, Castle Hills
Baptist 13.57.
200: 1, Stephanie Moses, Austin St. Do-
minic Savio 27.20 2, Mary Wallace, Austin
Hyde Park 27.22 3, Anne Elise Brown,
Austin Regents 28.41.
400: 1, Ana Richie, Austin St. Dominic
Savio 1:02.78 2, Angela Kelly, Austin St.
Dominic Savio 1:04.00 3, Laura Mirabent,
Saint Mary’s Hall 1:08.11.
800: 1, Aubree Lee, Saint Mary’s Hall
2:37.11 2, Caroline Lunsford, Boerne Gene-
va 2:37.48 3, Elise Llamas, Saint Mary’s
Hall 2:38.07.
1,600: 1, Maddie Inglish, Boerne Geneva
5:58.18 2, Brook Evans, SA Christian
6:03.89 3, Juliana Simpson, Saint Mary’s
Hall 6:14.62.
3,200: 1, Maddie Inglish, Boerne Geneva
12:50.84 2, Alyssa Gomez, Holy Cross
14:03.73 3, Sydney Barker, Victoria St. Jo-
seph 15:03.49.
100 hurdles: 1, Lauren Williams, Victoria
St. Joseph 17.08 2, Carly Williams, Victo-
ria St. Joseph 19.22 3, Kristi Hempel, Vic-
toria St. Joseph 19.40.
300 hurdles: 1, Ericka Brell, Boerne Ge-
neva 53.67 2, Lauren Williams, Victoria
St. Joseph 54.96 3, Melanie Shempert,
Austin St. Dominic Savio 55.93.
400 relay: 1, Victoria St. Joseph, 53.73 2,
Schertz John Paul II, 57.64 3, Boerne Ge-
neva, 57.70.
800 relay: 1, Castle Hills Baptist, 1:57.21
2, Victoria St. Joseph, 2:00.31 3, Austin
Regents, 2:00.80.
1,600 relay: 1, Victoria St. Joseph,
4:33.39 2, Austin Regents, 4:34.68 3,
Schertz John Paul II, 4:46.18.

District meets

WEDNESDAY’S MEETS

25-5A: Rutledge Stadium. Field event fi-
nals, 9:30 a.m.; 3200 meter finals, 10:30
a.m.; running prelims, 4 p.m.
27-5A: Gustafson Stadium. Field event
finals, 3200 meter finals, 9 a.m.; running
prelims, 3 p.m.
28-5A: Cabiness Multipurpose Stadium,
Corpus Christi. Field event finals, 3200
meter finals, 11 a.m.; running prelims,
4:30 p.m.
27-4A: Lehnhoff Stadium. 3200 meter
finals, 9 a.m.; field event finals, 10 a.m.;
running prelims, 5 p.m.
28-4A: Wheatley Heights. Field event fi-
nals, 3200 finals, 10 a.m.; running pre-
lims, 5:30 p.m.
26-3A: Yoakum
27-3A: Canyon Lake. Field event finals,
3200 meter finals, running prelims
28-3A: La Vernia
29-3A: Devine
27-2A: Comfort
28-2A: Hallettsville
29-2A: Randolph
29/30 A-I Area: Three Rivers

THURSDAY’S MEETS

25-5A: Rutledge Stadium. Running fi-
nals, 5:30 p.m.
26-5A: Heroes
27-5A: Gustafson Stadium. Running fi-
nals, 5 p.m.
28-5A: Hornet Stadium, East Central
HS. Running finals, 5 p.m.
27-4A: Lehnhoff Stadium. Running fi-
nals, 5 p.m.
28-4A: Wheatley Heights. Running fi-
nals, 5:45 p.m.
26-3A: Yoakum
27-3A: Canyon Lake. Running finals
28-3A: La Vernia
29-3A: Devine
27-2A: Comfort
28-2A: Hallettsville
29-2A: Randolph
TAPPS 3-2A: Central Catholic. Field
event finals, 8:30 a.m.

FRIDAY’S MEETS

26-5A: at Heroes
TAPPS 3-4A: SA Christian. Field event
finals, 1 p.m.; 3200 meter finals, 2:30
p.m.; running prelims, 4:30 p.m.

REPORT



( t res pet ic iones
difíciles). Súplica 
que te hace un 
corazón afl igido
por los duros gol-
pes del cruel des-
t ino que lo han
vencido siempre
en la lucha hu-
m a n a ,  y a  q u e
sin tu poder di-
vino no intercede
en mi favor su-
cumbiré por falta
de ayuda. Brazo
poderoso, asís-
teme, ampárame 
y condúceme a
la  g lor ia  ce les-
tial. Gracias dulce
J e s ú s  ( r e z a r
quince días em-
pezando viernes).
Publicar antes de
los ocho. Confío
en Dios Padre y
en su misericor-
d ia  d i v ina ,  po r
eso pido a Él que
ilumine mi camino
y me otorgue la
gracia que tanto
deseo.  Grac ias 
Padre por oírme.
Mande publ icar 
y observe lo que
ocurrirá el cuarto
día.

D.R.R.  
(01/15/14)

E.V. (01/12/14)

Prayer to the
Sacred Heart of

Jesus
O most holy heart 
of Jesus, fountain 
o f  every  b less-
ing, I adore you, I 
love you, and with 
lively sorrow for 
my sins I offer you 
this poor heart of 
mine.  Make me 
humble, patient, 
pure and wholly 
obedient to your 
will. Grant, Good 
Jesus, that I may 
l ive in  you and 
for you. Protect 
me in the midst
of danger. Com-
fort me in my af-
flictions. Give me 
heal th  o f  body, 
assistance in my 
temporal needs,
your blessing on
all that I do, and 
the grace of a holy 
death. Amen.
La sombra de

 E.R. (11/17/13)

the Church honors 
and invokes you 
universally, as the 
patron of difficult
cases, of things 
almost despaired
of, Pray for me, 
I am so helpless 
and alone. 

Intercede with
God for me that 
He brings visible 
and speedy help 
where help is al-
most  despa i red
of .  Come to my 
assistance in this 
great need that I 
may receive the
consolat ion and 

help of heaven in 
a l l  my necessi -
ties, tribulations,
and  sufferings,
p a r t i c u l a r l y  - 
(make your  re -
quest here) - and
that I may praise
God with you and 
all the saints for-
ever. I promise, O
Blessed St. Jude, 
to be  ever mind-
ful of this great 
favor granted me
by God and to al-
ways honor you 
as  my special and 
powerful patron, 
and to gratefully 
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pescador a quien
dio el Salvador el
distinguido título 
de piedra funda-
mental de su tem-
plo militante; por
esas prerrogati-
vas concedidas a
tus excelentes vir-
tudes y, especial-
mente a la de tu
Santísima Som-
bra, pues con ella
se libra el que con
devoción implora
tu  amparo a  tu
sombra se libra el
caminante, con tu
sombra se auxilia
al que sorprende
el malhechor, tu
sombra refrigera
al afligido, al en-
fermo y a cuantos
te piden favor.
¡Oh! Sombra pro-
digiosa por cuya
intercesión obró
el  Señor tantos
favores y tan ad-
mirables prodig-
ios, permíteme,
Pedro Santo, que
a tu sombra los
p e c a d o r e s  a l -
cancen el perdón
de  sus  cu lpas ,
para que arrepen-
t idos se al isten
en las banderas
de la gracia y a tu
sombra no pier-
dan e l  derecho
que t ienen a la
gloria. 
Amén.

Saint Ignatius 
Loyola 

D e a r e s t  L o r d , 
teach me to be
generous; teach
me to serve You
as You deserve: 
to give, and not 
count the cost; to
fight, and not to
heed the wounds;
to toil, and not to
seek for rest; to
labor, and not to 
ask for  reward,
except that know-
ing that I am doing
Your Will.
Amen.

Miraculous 
Prayer 

Dear Heart of Je-
sus, in the past
I have asked for
favors. This time
I  a s k  y o u  t h i s 
very special one
(mention favor). 

tias, vela tu amor
de Padre. Amén. 
INICIALES A.J.D. 
*Ver más oracio-
nes * 

Oración a la
Divina Provi-

dencia
*  ¡ O h  D i v i n a

P r o v i d e n c i a ! 

¡Concédeme tu
c lemenc ia  y  t u 
in f in i ta  bondad! 
Arrodillada a tus
plantas a ti cari-

Noticia de Exhibición Abierta al Público
Declaración de Impactos Ambientales (EIS por sus siglas en inglés) de la US 281 

De Loop 1604 hasta Borgfeld Drive, Condado de Bexar

La Autoridad Regional de Movilidad Alamo (Alamo RMA por sus siglas en inglés) y el 
Departamento de Transporte de Texas (TxDOT por sus siglas en inglés) llevarán a cabo una
exhibición abierta al público para presentar el borrador de la Alternativa Preferida para la 
carretera US 281 de Loop 1604 hasta Borgfeld Road en el condado de Bexar. El proyecto
del corredor de la US 281 abarcaría aproximadamente ocho millas, agregaría carriles de
viaje adicionales, e incluiría cuatro rampas de conexión directa sin peaje que constan de la
mitad del intercambio de la US 281 y Loop 1604 al norte.

La exhibición abierta al público se llevará a cabo de la manera indicada a continuación:
Jueves, 8 de mayo de 2014
Centro Cristiano Summit  (Summit Christian Center)
2575 Marshall Road
San Antonio, Texas 78259
5:30 p.m. – 7:00 p.m.

La exhibición abierta al público proveerá la oportunidad de hacer preguntas y ver las exhibi-
ciones del proyecto.  No habrá una presentación formal.  Mapas y otros dibujos del borrador 
de la Alternativa Preferida estarán a la vista.  Representantes de TxDOT, la Alamo RMA y 
el equipo de la EIS de la US 281 estarán disponibles para contestar preguntas individuales. 

El esquema borrador representando la Alternativa Preferida estará disponible para revisarlo 
en los locales a continuación el 8 de abril de 2014:  1) la Autoridad Regional de Movilidad 
Alamo, 233 Pecos La Trinidad al norte, Suite 420, San Antonio, TX 78207; 2) el Departa-
mento de Transporte de Texas, 4615 Loop 410 al noroeste, San Antonio, TX 78229; y 3) 
Jacobs Engineering Group, 911 Central Parkway al norte, Suite 425, San Antonio, TX 78232.
Comenzando el 8 de abril de 2014, se podrá descargar una versión digital del esquema 
borrador de la Alternativa Preferida en el sitio web del proyecto al http://www.411on281.
com/us281eis/.

Se invita toda persona interesada que asista a la exhibición abierta al público.  Se anima a 
personas que tengan necesidades especiales de comunicación o acomodación y les interesa
asistir, que se comuniquen con Mike Chavez al (512) 416-2514 un mínimo de dos días há-
biles antes de la exhibición abierta al público.  TxDOT, el condado de Bexar, y las oficinas
de la Alamo RMA están abiertas de lunes a viernes de las 8:00 a.m. hasta las 5:00 p.m.,
excluyendo a días feriados estatales y federales.  Porque se conducirá la exhibición abierta 
al público en inglés, cualquiera petición para interpretes de idioma u otra necesidad espe-
cial también se debe de hacer dos (2) días hábiles antes de la exhibición abierta al público.  
TxDOT y la Alamo RMA harán todo esfuerzo razonable para acomodar estas necesidades.

Se le pide del público comentarios verbales y por escrito respecto a este proyecto.  Un re-
portero judicial estará disponible en la exhibición abierta al público para aceptar comentarios 
verbales.  Comentarios se pueden entregar en la exhibición abierta al público o por escrito
después.  Cometarios por escrito se puede mandar por correo a TxDOT- ENV, Atención 
Mike Chavez, 125 E. 11th Street, Austin, TX 78701-2483 y comentarios se pueden som-
eter electrónicamente al http://www.411on281.com/us281eis/ bajo “Submit Comments”. 
Todo comentario tiene que ser recibido para el 18 de mayo de 2014 para ser incluido en el 
registro de la exhibición abierta al público.

eso con fe y con-
fianza, humilde y 
arrepentido, lleno
de amor y esper-
anza este favor yo 
te pido.

Pedir la gracia
que se desea y 
decir siete veces.

D i v i n o  N i ñ o
J e s ú s ,  b e n d í -
cenos.

D.N. De La Garza
(03/30/14)

Novena To
St. Jude

Most holy Apos-
tle, St. Jude, faith-
fu l  servant  and 
fr iend of Jesus,

encourage devo-
tion to you. Amen.
J.M.T.  (03/16/14)
Para los casos
más difíciles  

A n t e  t i  v e n g o 
con la fe de mi 
a lma,  a  buscar 
tu sagrado con-
suelo en mi difícil 
situación, no me 
desampares de 
las puertas que 
se me hacen de 
abrir e mi cami-
no, sea tu Brazo 
Poderoso el que 
l a s  a b r a  p a r a 
darme la tranqui-
l idad que ansío 

Take it dear Jesus
and place it with-
in your own bro-
ken heart where
your father sees
i t ,  then in  your
merci ful  eyes i t 
will become your
favor  not  mine.
Amen. Say th is
prayer for 3 days,
promise publica-
tion and favor will
be granted. Never
known to fail.
E.C.B.  (03/16/14)
J.M.T. (03/16/14)
G.F.R. (03/16/14)
J.B.F. (03/16/14)

San Judas 
Tadeo

¡ S a n  J u d a s 
Tadeo!, pariente
d e  J e s u c r i s t o ,
glorioso apóstol y
mártir reconocido
por tus virtudes
y milagros. Fiel y
puntual intercesor
de todos los que
te honran y con-
fían en ti. Tú eres
poderoso protec-
tor  y auxi l io en
las grandes aflic-
ciones. Te ruego,
d e s d e  l o  m á s
profundo de mi
corazón, que ven-
gas en mi ayuda
con tu poderosa
intercesión, pues
has recibido de
Dios el privilegio
de socorrer con tu
ayuda a aquellos
que casi carecen
de toda esperan-
za. Vela por mí.
Mi  v ida es una
vida de cruces,
mis días son días
de tr ibulación y
mi corazón es un
océano de ama-
rgura .  M i  a lma
e s t á  e n v u e l t a
en las tinieblas.
El desasosiego,
el  desánimo, la
desconfianza, y
a veces, aún la
fa l ta  de  esper -

anza, agobian mi
alma. La Divina
Providencia pa-
rece perderse de
mi v ista y la fe
parece fallar en
mi corazón. Abru-
mado por estos 
p e n s a m i e n t o s ,
pido tu ayuda. No
me abandones en
esta t r is te s i tu-
ación. Apresúrate
en mi ayuda. Te
l o  a g r a d e c e r é
toda  m i  v ida  y 
te honraré como
mi especial  pa-
trono. Agradeceré
a Dios todos los 
dones que te ha
otorgado y fomen-
taré tu culto cuan-
to me sea posible.
Amén.

A prayer to St.
Peregrine for
sick relatives
and friends

Saint Peregrine,
as a humble ser-
vant of Mary, you
experienced hu-
man  weakness
and the pain and
suffering of sick-
n e s s .  K n o w i n g
that medicine and 
human knowledge
have l imi ts ,  we 
pray for all those
involved with the
medical  profes-
sion that they will
be a true source of
healing and com-
fort to all people.

L i ke  you ,  we
also turn to God in
our suffering. Just
as Jesus reached
out and touched
you with His heal-
ing hand, we pray
that the following
sick person(s) will
be strengthened
in body and spirit
and cured of their
il lness by Jesus
C h r i s t  t h r o u g h
your intercession. 

In gratitude we

pray for  a l l  the 
p e o p l e  o f  t h e
wor ld  that  they
will come to know
y o u ,  S t .  P e r -
egr ine,  and the
love that God has
for each of them.
Amen 

Oración de 
las dificultades 

económicas 
Señor, que has

c reado  todo  e l 
universo,  y has 
dotado a la tierra
de r iquezas su-
ficiente para ali-
mentar  a  todos 
los hombres que
habitan para ali-
mentar  a  todos 
los hombres que
habitan. Ven en
nues t ra  ayuda. 
Señor que cuidas
de los l ir ios del 
campo y de las
aves del cielo, los
vistes, los nutres
y los haces pros-
perar, manifiesta
sobre nosotros tu 
providencia pa-
terna. Ayúdanos,
S e ñ o r ,  y a  q u e 
nuestra salvación
so lo  puede ve-
n i r  de hombres
honestos y bue-
nos. Infunde en
e l  c o r a z ó n  d e 
nues t ros  p ró j i -
mos el sentido de
la justicia, de la
honestidad, y de 
la caridad. Cuida
de nuestra famil-
ia que confiada-
mente espera de
ti el pan de cada
d í a .  F o r t a l e c e 
nuestros cuerpos. 
Da serenidad a 
nuestra vida, a fin
de que podamos
corresponder más
fác i lmente a  tu
gracia divina. Y
sentir que sobre 
nosotros, sobre
nuestras preocu-
paciones y angus-

AUTOS WANTED
CA$H FOR CARS/TRUCKS: Get a Top Dollar 
INSTANT Offer! Running or Not. Damaged? 
Wrecked? OK! We Pay Up To $20,000! Call 
Toll Free 1-888-416-2207.

CAREER TRAINING
AIRLINE CAREERS begin here - Get FAA 
approved Maintenance training. Housing

placement assistance. CALL Aviation Insti-
tute of Maintenance Houston 1-877-846-4155 
or Dallas 1-888-896-8006.

EDUCATION
HIGH SCHOOL DIPLOMA FROM HOME 6-8
weeks. Accredited, Free Brochure, No comput-
er Needed. 1-800-264-8330 Benjamin Franklin 
High School www.diplomafromhome.com

FINANCIAL SERVICES
RECEIVING PAYMENTS from real estate you
sold? Get cash now! Call Steve: 1-888-870-
2243. www.SteveCashesNotes.com

GUN SHOWS
THE REAL TEXAS GUN Show and Outdoor
Expo at Lone Star Gallery Event Center 4212 
S. Highway 237, Round Top, TX 78954 on 
April 12-13 Saturday 9-5, Sun 10-5, Prepper & 

713-724-8881 www.realgunshows.com

March 31 - April 6, 2014

HELP WANTED
SURROGATE MOTHERS needed! Earn up to 
$32,000. Women Needed, 21-43, non-smokers,
w/ healthy pregnancy history. Call 1-888-363-
9457 or www.reproductivepossibilities.com

TRAVEL: Needed 10 Guys/Gals over age
18, Travel Entire USA demonstrating “Citrus 
Clean.” Transportation, Expenses paid, High 
Earnings. Immediate Employment. 1-800-
898-6229 or 407-221-2929.

$$$ GET LOADED $$$ Experience Pays -
up to 50 cpm. New KWs. CDL-A Required. 
1-866-717-9899 www.ad-drivers.com

$1,125 WEEKLY Mail letters from home. Full 
Time/Part Time. No experience necessary. 
Call today! 1-888-966-0846.

MISCELLANEOUS
Canada Drug Center is your choice for safe 
and affordable medications. Our licensed
Canadian mail order pharmacy will provide 
you with savings of up to 75% on all your
medication needs. Call Today 1-800-317-

and free shipping.

Reduce Your Past Tax Bill by as much as 75
Percent. Stop Levies, Leins and Wage Gar-
nishments. Call The Tax DR Now to see if 
you Qualify 1-800-715-2204.

Guaranteed Income for Your Retirement
Avoid market risk & get guaranteed income in
retirement! CALL for FREE copy of our SAFE 
MONEY GUIDE Plus Annuity Quotes from 
A-Rated Companies! 800-425-0826.

DIVORCE $450* Covers Children, etc.
*Excludes govt fees! CALL US LO-
CALLY in Abilene: 1-325-480-0589, 
Amarillo: 1-806-223-4690, Beaumont: 
1-409-242-2639, Ft. Worth: 1-682-224-
7453, or 1-800-522-6000 Baylor & As-
sociates
HAVING TROUBLE WIPING? Problems
twisting, turning or reaching from physical 
disabilities? We can help! Free Solution
Comfortseat catalog: 1-800-611-5515 Ext
957 - www.comfortseat957.com - Buy one, 
get one free!

RVS FOR SALE
REPOS SEVERAL TRAVEL TRAILERS 
& FIFTH WHEELS. CALL TODAY 1-866-
813-2770.

SATELLITE TV
DISH TV Retailer. Starting at $19.99/month
(for 12-mos.) & High Speed Internet starting 
at $14.95/month (where available.) SAVE!
Ask About SAME DAY Installation! CALL - 
1-800-492-0074.

DirecTV- Over 140 channels only $29.99 a
month. Call Now! Triple Savings! $636.00 in
Savings. Free upgrade to Genie & 2013 NFL 
Sunday ticket free for new customers!! Start
saving today 1-800-395-0787.

ADULT
MEET SINGLES right now! No paid opera-
tors, just real people like you. Browse greet-
ings, exchange messages and connect live.
Try it free. Call now 1-800-319-9484.

To Advertise Texas-Wide!
Call this newspaper or

the Texas Community Newspaper 
Association’s Texas-wide      
Advertising  Program at

1.931.698.4096

DISCLAIMER: This publication does not 
warrant or guarantee the accuracy of any 
advertisement, nor the quality of the goods 
or services offered. Readers are cautioned to ffff
thoroughly investigate all claims made and to
use good judgment and reasonable care when
dealing with persons unknown to you. We
suggest never sending money until you are
certain of the company.
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SPORTS

The Missions certainly are
due for a breakout game. The
way things are going, they’d
likely settle for a breakout in-
ning.

But first things first. How
about a run? One measly run?

The Missions’ scoreless
streak reached 34 consecutive
innings Saturday night as Jefry
Marte’s RBI single in the top of
the ninth lifted the Midland
RockHounds to a 1-0 win in
front of 5,409 at Wolff Stadium.

In getting shut out for the
third straight game, the Mis-
sions have not scored since the
fourth inning of a 5-3 triumph
Wednesday at Frisco.

It’s the sixth time the Mis-
sions (8-13) have been blanked
this season in just 21 games.
They were shut out six times all
of last season on the way to the

Texas League championship. 
The TL record is 58 straight

scoreless innings by Amarillo
in 1965.

“We swung the bats much
better tonight,” manager Rich
Dauer said, even though the
Missions managed four hits for
the second straight game.

“It’s not like the other team is
pounding the ball, either,” he
said. “We just haven’t been able
to come up with any big hits.”

Or extra-base hits. The Mis-
sions have 15 hits — all singles
— during the streak.

The shutout spoiled another
sterling outing by Missions
starter Josh Geer, who allowed
just three hits and no walks in
eight strong innings.

“I love pitching in this park,”
said Geer, who did not figure in

the decision. “Unfortunately, it
can be tough on our hitters, too.
I felt very good tonight. I had
command of all my pitches.”

Midland’s run came off re-
liever Jerry Sullivan (0-1). Con-
ner Crumbliss and Colin Walsh
opened the ninth with singles,
and Crumbliss scored one out
later on Marte’s single to left.

The Missions’ best chance to
score came in the eighth when
they loaded the bases with two
outs, but Brian Bixler bounced
to the pitcher to end the threat. 

“We’re in a rut right now,”
said catcher Rob Kral, who had
two hits and reached base three
times. “But I have all the confi-
dence in the world we’re going
to come out of this.”

Notebook: The Missions have
lost seven of their last eight to
fall 61⁄2 games behind Frisco in
the TL South. The deficit sur-
passes last year’s season high of

51⁄2, which occurred five times.
. . . The Missions have totaled
five runs in the five games Geer
has pitched this season.

jwhisler@express-news.net
Twitter: @johnfwhisler

MIDLAND 1, MISSIONS 0

Geer’s effort wasted as scoreless
streak reaches 34 innings in loss
By John Whisler
STAFF WRITER

1 Today: Midland @Missions,
2:05 p.m.; standings B13

OFFICIAL PUBLIC NOTICE
BEXAR COUNTY, TEXAS

Sealed and on-line bidding for furnishing
all the labor and materials and doing all
work in connection with the TPC Parkway
Signals at Bulverde Green and Evans Road
Project will be received by the Bexar
County Purchasing Office, 233 N. Pecos,
Suite 320, San Antonio, Texas, 78207 or
online via Civcastusa.com online bidding
system, until exactly 10:00 am., local time
on Friday, May 23, 2014, at which time all
bids received will be opened and read
aloud. Time is of the essence. Bids
received after the exact time and date set
for submission above will be returned
unopened.

TPC Parkway Signals at Bulverde
Green and Evans Road Project

IFB 2014-011

Bid Proposal Request Forms, Plan Sheets,
and Specifications for the Project may be
downloaded free of charge or the option to
purchase hard copies ($.30 per page for
plans and $.10 per page for specifications
and bid forms) at www.civcastusa.com.
Click on "TPC Parkway Signals". 

A MANDATORY pre-bid conference will be
held on Friday, May 2, 2014 at 2:00 P.M. in
the Public Works, Large Conference Room,
233 N. Pecos, Suite 420, San Antonio,
Texas, 78207. Bidders should use unit
pricing. Bid, payment, and performance
bonds are required. For additional in-
formation, contact David R. Wegmann, P.E.,
Bexar County Public Works Engineering
Services Manager, at (210) 335-6700.

Please submit all bid questions for the
TPC Parkway Signals at Bulverde Green
and Evans Road Project by Wednesday,

May 7, 2014 at 4:00 PM through
www.civcastusa.com in the Q&A portal

or to the Senior Contract Specialist,
Maryann Carrizales, C.T.P.,

maryanncarrizales@bexar.org
(CC:dwegmann@bexar.org). After all
questions have been answered, an

addendum will be issued on CivCast.
You will be notified of this addendum

automatically through email.

INVITATION FOR BIDS

The City of San Antonio is accepting
sealed bids for the purchase of the
following unimproved City-owned real
property:

• An approximate 0.1079 acre tract
(approximately 4,698 square feet) de-
scribed as Lot 4, Block 4, New City Block
13815 located at 604 South Alamo Street
and containing a three store building,
which includes a basement and consists of
a total 5,315 square feet. Property is
known as old Fire Station No. 7.

Sealed bids must be received by the Office
of the City Clerk, City Hall, 2nd Floor, 100
Military Plaza, San Antonio, Texas, before
4:00 p.m., Tuesday, May 27, 2014. Bidders
may submit, by mail or hand-delivery, only
one signed original BID FORM, which must
be complete and free from ambiguity.

Proposals that include retail, office,
museum or similar commercial use will be
given greater consideration. Submitted bid
must include a conceptual plan for the
development of the property.

The property will be sold "as is." The
contract will provide for not more than
seven days for due diligence, which must
be performed at Buyer’s expense and will
require Buyer to pay for the appraisal,
survey, title policy (if desired by Buyer),
and all closing costs.

Appraised Value: $797,000

Bids must be for cash, and the City will
select successful bidder based on highest
and best use of property. Once the bidder
is notified, the bidder has 10 business
days, unless specifically extended at the
sole discretion of the City, to submit:

• Two cashier’s checks: one for $1,500
independent consideration and one for
$5,000 earnest money, and

• A signed purchase agreement in the
form provided by City

Failure to timely submit the checks and
the signed contract may result in rejection
of the bid, at which time the City may
select the next bid or reject all bids.
Selection of a successful bidder is subject
to the recommendation of the City of San
Antonio Planning Commission and approv-
al of the San Antonio City Council.

Visitors to City Hall will be required to
enter through the east side of the building
during regular business hours. For those
that might require the use of a ramp, entry
is available on the south side of the
building (Dolorosa side). Please plan
accordingly and allow for ample time to
pass through security screening, sign in
and receive a visitor’s badge in order to
drop off your bid submittal(s).

Beginning April 25, 2014, the BID FORM
will be available via the City of San Antonio
Website at http://www.sanantonio.gov/
rfp/ or from Martha Almeria, Management
Analyst, (210) 207-6970.

/s/ Leticia M. Vacek, TRMC/MMC
City Clerk

REAL PEOPLE
REAL CHAT, REAL DISCREET

Try Free! Call 210-447-1234
www.livelinks.com 

FUN SEXY SINGLES
Browse & Reply FREE! 210-375-1800
Curious? 375-1155 Use Code 3180

♥ADOPTION♥ Actress, Former,
yearns to be Future

At-Home-Mom. Financially Secure
& Very Loving. Expenses Paid
Trish ♥ 1-800-563-7964 ♥

Classified
Continued From

Section G
Page 14

UNIVERSITY HEALTH SYSTEM
REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS

University Health System is soliciting
sealed proposals for the solicitation(s)
listed below:

Bid#: RFP-214-04-023-CNST
Name of Bid/Proposal: Construction
Manager-at-Risk Services for University
Hospital
Due Date: May 16, 2014 @ 2:00 P.M.
Open Date: May 16, 2014 @ 2:05 P.M.

MANDATORY PRE-PROPOSAL 
CONFERENCE:
The mandatory Pre-Proposal conference

REQUEST FOR BID (RFB)

REQUEST FOR BID FOR TAX-EXEMPT
EQUIPMENT LEASE/PURCHASE

FINANCING FOR THE SOLID WASTE
MANAGEMENT DEPARTMENT

The City of San Antonio, Finance Depart-
ment ("City") is requesting bids from
qualified Bidders interested in providing
the services as described in the RFB.

The selected Bidder(s) will provide the
Finance Department with Tax-Exempt
Lease/Purchase Financing.

The City of San Antonio has implemented
the San Antonio eProcurement System,
(SAePS). Proposals will be available
through the SAePS system beginning April
28, 2014. To receive a copy of this RFB, all
vendors must first register and access the
RFB on-line at: 
http://www.sanantonio.gov/purchasing/
SAePS.aspx

All proposals must be received no later
than 2:00 pm, Local Time on May 16, 2014
in the Office of the City Clerk, P.O. Box
839966, San Antonio, Texas, 78283-3966,
or 2nd floor of City Hall, 100 Military Plaza,
San Antonio, Texas, 78205 or may be
submitted electronically through the
SAePS system.

A bid opening and reading will be held at
the Riverview Towers Building located at
111 Soledad Street, San Antonio, Texas on
the 5th floor in the Finance Department
Lonestar Conference Room at 2:45 p.m.
Local Time on Friday, May 16, 2014.

/s/ Leticia M. Vacek, TRMC/MMC
City Clerk

PUBLIC NOTICE

REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS

NORTH EAST 
INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT

VINEYARD RANCH 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

OUTDOOR STORAGE FACILITY
RFCSP # 99-14

2007 BOND PROGRAM

North East Independent School District
(NEISD) will be accepting Competitive
Sealed Proposals from interested General
Contractors for the North East ISD
Vineyard Ranch Elementary School Out-
door Storage Facility, RFCSP No. 99-14.
Proposals will be received by North East
ISD Procurement Department, 8961 Teso-
ro Drive, Suite 317, San Antonio, TX 78217
on Thursday, May 15, 2014 until 2:00 PM
at which time they shall be publicly
opened. Bid Proposals shall demonstrate
the Offeror’s ability to deliver the "best
value" to North East ISD, in accordance
with the selection criteria set forth in the
RFCSP documents.

RFCSP documents may be obtained from
the NEISD Construction Management and
Engineering Department Office, 8961
Tesoro Drive, Suite 300, San Antonio, TX
78217 beginning at noon on Tuesday, April
22, 2014. Cost per bid set is $0. Point of
Contact is Jorge Cabello - Senior Director
of Construction Planning. Contact by
phone at 210-407-0438 or via email at
jcabel@neisd.net.

A Pre-Proposal Conference will be held at
the Richard A. Middleton Education
Center, 8961 Tesoro Drive, San Antonio,
Texas 78217, in Suite 300.01 on Wednes-
day, May 7, 2014, at 10:00 AM.

Bid security of Five percent (5%) of
proposal cost must be furnished. If
applicable, Project Payment and Perform-
ance Bonds in an amount of One-Hundred
percent (100%) of proposal cost will also
be required.

Proposal Documents may be viewed at the
North East ISD Construction/Bond web-
site at www.neisdconstruction.info.

REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS
D.L. BANDY CONSTRUCTORS, INC.

D. L. Bandy Constructors, Construction
Manager at Risk (CM@R) for Imagine
Educational Foundation, will be accepting
competitive sealed proposals from sub-
contractors and suppliers for the Light-
house Charter School Classroom Building
located at 8138 Westshire Drive, San
Antonio, Texas until 2:00 PM on May 8,
2014. Proposals will be received at the
offices of the CM@R, 5015 Airport
Highway 21, San Marcos, Texas 78666. 

Proposals may also be submitted via fax
to 512-754-6662 or emailed to

estimating@DLBandy.com.

Proposals received after the deadline
will not be accepted.

The project consists of the construction of
a 22,000 square foot new classroom
building. Items of work include but are not
limited to earthwork, asphalt paving, site
utilities, landscaping, irrigation, chain link
fencing, pre-engineered metal buildings,
concrete, waterproofing, glass & glazing,
interior signage, drywall & acoustical
systems, painting, flooring, wood case-
work, wood doors, door frames, door
hardware, ceramic tile, miscellaneous
specialties, plumbing, mechanical, electri-
cal, fire alarm, and technology systems.

There will be a Pre-Bid meeting at the
project site on Thursday, May 1 at 2:00 PM.
Attendance is not mandatory, but all
bidders are encouraged to attend. For
questions, please contact the estimating
department at 512-754-6661.

Proposal Documents may be viewed after
April 29 at the offices of the CM@R; Blue
Book Building & Construction Network;
McGraw-Hill Dodge; Reed Construction
Data; and Virtual Builders Exchange.
Electronic bid packages are available for
pick up at no cost at the offices of the
CM@R and are available online at
www.DLBandy.com. Participation by Small,
Women Owned, Disadvantaged, Minority,
HUB, HUBZone, 8(a), and all other similar
firms are encouraged to submit proposals
on this project. D.L. Bandy Constructors is
an equal opportunity (EEO) employer.

NOTICE OF BIDS/PROPOSALS

Northside ISD is accepting sealed propos-
als for the Auditorium Lighting Upgrade @
Clark HS, RFCSP# 2014-082 until 3:00 PM
on 05/07/2014 @ NISD Purchasing
Conference Room, 607 Richland Hills Dr,
Ste 700, SAT 78245. Pre-Proposal Confer-
ence on 04/29/2014 @ 9:30 AM @
Engineering Services Conference Room,
Bldg E, 5900 Evers Rd, SAT 78238. Direct
questions to and obtain construction
documents on or after 04/21/2014 from:
Alderson & Associates, Inc., Consulting
Engineers, 7700 Torino, Ste 101, SAT
78229, 210-614-1110. Project requires Bid
Bond. $50.00 refundable deposit. All
proposals must be delivered to the NISD
Purchasing Department, 607 Richland Hills
Dr, Ste 700, SAT 78245, on or before due
date & time.

SAN ANTONIO RIVER AUTHORITY
REQUEST FOR BIDS

The San Antonio River Authority (SARA) is
requesting sealed bids for Flood Debris
Removal 2014. Bid packets may be viewed
on line at www.sara-tx.org under "Con-
tracting Opportunities". Sealed bids will be
accepted until Monday, May 12, 2014 at
9:00AM at 100 E Guenther, San Antonio,
TX 78204. There will be a mandatory
pre-bid conference held on Wednesday,
April 30, 2014 at 9:00AM per the bid
documents. Bids are subject to the "Terms
and Conditions" and "Specifications and
Requirements" set out in the request for
bid documents. SARA reserves the right to
waive any and all bids.

Any inquiries or questions regarding the
request should be directed to Shelly
Martin at smartin@sara-tx.org.

RFP 2014-002
BEXAR AREA AGENCY ON AGING
CONTRACTED SERVICES FOR FY

2015-2016

Specifications may be obtained at 
www.aacog.com (click on "Bid Opportuni-
ties") or from AACOG; 8700 Tesoro Drive,
Suite 700; San Antonio, Texas, 78217
effective April 28, 2014, after 10:00 a.m.
Proposers who require additional in-
formation or clarification may submit
requests in writing only, either by fax or
by email to the Procurement Department
at (210) 225-5937 or procurement@
aacog.com, no later than May 14, 2014
at 4:00 p.m. Responses to the written
requests for clarification will be posted at
www.aacog.com/notices no later than
May 21, 2014, at 5:00 p.m. Deadline for
receipt of proposals is June 9, 2014,
10:00 a.m.

** All times are as observed by AACOG
at its 8700 Tesoro Drive, San Antonio,
Texas 78217 location. **

SAN ANTONIO RIVER AUTHORITY
BID SOLICITATION

The San Antonio River Authority (SARA) is
soliciting sealed bids for the San Antonio
River Improvements Project, Museum
Reach, Park Segment Phase 2 - Trails
Project. Bid packets may be obtained from
the San Antonio River Authority upon
presenting a non-refundable payment of
$100.00 (plus shipping cost if necessary)
in the form of cash, cashier’s check,
certified check, money order or company
check (no personal checks) for each set of
documents. Bid packets may also be
viewed on line at www.sara-tx.org under
"Contracting Opportunities". Bids will be
accepted at 100 E Guenther, San Antonio,
TX 78204 until 3:00PM Wednesday, May
28, 2014. Bids are subject to the "Terms
and Conditions" and "Specifications and
Requirements" set out in the request for
bid documents. SARA reserves the right to
waive any and all bids.

A mandatory pre-bid meeting will held on
May 13, 2014 at 9:00AM in the San
Antonio River Authority’s Board Room
located at 100 E. Guenther, San Antonio,
Texas 78204.

All inquiries or questions regarding this
solicitation shall be submitted in writing
and are to be directed to Shelly Martin at
smartin@sara-tx.org

NOTICE OF BIDS/PROPOSALS

EDGEWOOD ISD REQUEST FOR QUAL-
IFICATIONS PROPOSALS RFP #14-022 -
CONTRACTED PROFESSIONAL SERVICES
(K-12) The Edgewood Independent School
District is currently soliciting Requests For
Proposals (RFPs) soliciting vendor propos-
als and qualifications to provide profes-
sional services related to Occupational
Therapist, Physical Therapist, Speech-
Language Pathologist, and skilled nursing
services. The District will award this
RFP to multiple respondents, based
upon the best needs of the District, the
individual expertise of the consultants
and the evaluation of all proposals
received. Contracts for professional
services will be executed with the
successful vendors as a result of this
process. More details are included in
the Scope of Work selection of the
Request for Proposals. To download the
Request for Proposals, visit the District’s
website at www.eisd.net/purchasing. For
questions regarding this solicitation, tech-
nical questions or additional information,
please contact Felix Lopez in writing via
email at Felix.lopez@eisd.net or by fax at
(210) 444-4548 until 4:00 p.m. Central
Time (CT) on Tuesday, May 6, 2014.
Responses are due no later than 2:00 p.m.
CT, Monday, May 12, 2014. Submit your
sealed response to: Felix Lopez, 5358 W.
Commerce Room 201, San Antonio, Texas
78237.

will be held at The University Center for
Community Health/Texas Diabetes In-
stitute-Auditorium located at 701 Zar-
zamora, San Antonio, Texas 78207 on
Tuesday, April 29, 2014 at 10:00a.m.
Please report to the lobby area.

Completed proposals packages are to be
delivered prior to but not after 2:00 p.m.
on the due date noted. Delivery address is
University Health System Business Center,
355-2 Spencer Lane, San Antonio, Texas
78201.

Electronic copies of the RFP will be
available to download from University
Health System’s website at: 
www.universityhealthsvstem.com/bids.
Bid packages will not be mailed to
vendors. RFP number is required to
appear somewhere on the FedEx
waybill. No unlawful discrimination will
be made against bidders, vendors, or
contractors.

CITY OF SAN ANTONIO
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

Skyplace Blvd Extension Project
COSA Northeast Service Center

10303 Toolyard
San Antonio, Texas 78233

6:00 - 6:30 pm: Open House
6:30 pm: Presentation

Public comment period to follow
presentation

PUBLIC NOTICE OF CLOSURE

The Amedisys Home Health Services
agency located at 5410 Fredericksburg Rd,
Suite 306 in San Antonio, TX announces its
closure and will no longer participate in
the Medicare program (Title XVIII of the
Social Security Act) effective April 30,
2014.

The agreement between Amedisys and the
Secretary of Health and Human Services
has terminated on April 30, 2014 in
accordance with the provisions of the
Social Security Act.

No payment for patients whose plan of
care that began on or after the date of
closure will be made by the Medicare
program. For patients whose plans of care
began prior to the closure effective date,
payment to the agency can be made for
services furnished up to 30 days following
the effective date of closure.

We would like to thank our staff,
physicians and community for their trust
and support.

Tina Coats, RN, AVP
Amedisys Home Health

REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL
SOUTHWEST ISD

RFP 1314-018
Charter Bus Service

The complete package must be obtained
from: SWISD Purchasing, 7314 Old
Pearsall Road, San Antonio, TX, 78252 or
via email, bcrisp@swisd.net. Email ques-
tions to bcrisp@swisd.net. Deadline for
Proposal is 2:00 P.M., May 6, 2014.
Proposals must be delivered to SWISD
Purchasing, 7314 Old Pearsall Rd, San
Antonio, Texas 78252.

INVITATION TO BID
Koontz McCombs Construction 

is seeking bid proposals from qualified
subcontractors and suppliers for

Harlandale ISD, Early College High
School. Bid Proposals are due Thursday,

May 8 2014 at 2:00 pm. Plans and
Specifications may be viewed at Koontz
McCombs Construction, 903 Basse Rd,

San Antonio, TX 78212 or Online.
Contact

ehernandez@koontzmccombs.com for
online viewing access. Bid Proposals can
be faxed to (210) 841-9215 or emailed
to ehernandez@koontzmccombs.com.

BROOKS DEVELOPMENT 
AUTHORITY (BDA)

Invitation for Bid (IFB) 
Building 661 Parking Lot 

and Landscape Improvements 
Bid #04172014-002

BDA is soliciting a qualified general
contractor for the parking lot and
landscape improvements project at Build-
ing 661. Mandatory Pre-Bid Meeting is at
10:00 am, April 30, 2014; and bids are due
by 10:00 am, May 9, 2014 at the BDA
office. The estimated budget for the
project is $246K. Please go to BDA website
for additional information (www.bc-b.com)

NOTICE OF BIDS/PROPOSALS

SAISD will accept sealed proposals for:

# 14-037, Disbursement Auditing Ser-
vices, due by 2:00 pm, Thurs 5-22-14.

# 14-038, Utility Auditing Services, due by
3:00 pm, Thurs 5-22-14.

# 14-039, Telecommunication Auditing
Services, due by 4:00 pm, Thurs 5-22-14.

All proposals will need to be delivered at
1215 Austin St., SA, TX 78208. Solic-
itations available at: 
www.texasbidsystem.com. For information
call Andrea C. Tena, (210) 224-2781, ext:
119.

NOTICE OF BIDS/PROPOSALS

Northside ISD is accepting sealed propos-
als for Propane Tank Replacement @
South Transportation, RFCSP# 2014-037
until 2:00 PM on 05/06/2014 @ NISD
Purchasing Conference Room, 607 Ri-
chland Hills Dr, Suite 700, SAT 78245.
Pre-Proposal Conference on 04/23/2014
@ 2:00 PM @ South Transportation, 435
Hunt Lane, SAT 78245. Direct questions to
and obtain construction documents on or
after 04/21/2014 from: Richard N. Berry,
P.E., Inc., 17038 Redland Road, Suite 115,
San Antonio, TX 78247; 210-403-2940.
Project requires Bid Bond. $50.00 refun-
dable deposit. All proposals must be
delivered to the NISD Purchasing Depart-
ment, 607 Richland Hills Dr, Suite 700, SAT
78245, on or before due date & time.

NOTICE OF BIDS/PROPOSALS

Northside ISD is accepting competitive
sealed proposals for the Clock System
Upgrade @ 17 Various Schools, RFCSP#
2014-071 until 10:30 AM on 05/06/2014
@ NISD Purchasing Conference Room,
607 Richland Hills Dr, Ste 700, SAT 78245.
Pre-Proposal Conference on 04/22/2014
@ 2:30 PM @ Engineering Services Conf.
Rm, Bldg E, 5900 Evers Rd, SAT 78238.
Direct questions to and obtain construc-
tion documents on or after 04/21/2014
from: DBR Engineering, Inc, 8626 Tesoro
Dr, Suite 702, SAT 78217, 210-546-0200.
Project requires Bid Bond. $50.00 refun-
dable deposit. All proposals must be
delivered to the NISD Purchasing Depart-
ment, 607 Richland Hills Dr, Ste 700, SAT
78245, on or before due date & time.

NOTICE OF BIDS/PROPOSALS

Northside ISD is accepting sealed propos-
als for Fuel Tank Replacement at Mainland
Fuel Center, RFCSP #2014-040 until 2:30
PM on 05/06/2014 @ the NISD Purchas-
ing Conference Room, 607 Richland Hills
Dr, Suite 700, SAT 78245. Pre-Proposal
Conference on 04/22/2014 @ 1:30 PM @
NISD Maintenance, 7524 Mainland Dr.,
SAT 78250. Direct questions to and obtain
construction documents on or after
04/21/2014 from: Richard N. Berry, P.E.,
Inc., 17038 Redland Road, Suite 115, San
Antonio, TX 78247; 210-403-2940. Project
requires Bid Bond. $50.00 refundable
deposit. All proposals must be delivered to
the NISD Purchasing Department, 607
Richland Hills Dr, Suite 700, SAT 78245, on
or before due date & time.

NOTICE OF OPEN HOUSE

US 281 Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIS)

Loop 1604 to Borgfeld Drive, Bexar County

The Alamo Regional Mobility Authority
(Alamo RMA) and Texas Department of
Transportation (TxDOT) will hold an open
house to present the draft Preferred
Alternative for US 281 from Loop 1604 to
Borgfeld Drive in Bexar County. The US 281
Corridor Project would span approximately
8 miles, add additional travel lanes, and
include four non-toll direct connector
ramps that comprise the northern half of
the US 281 interchange with Loop 1604. 

The open house will be held as follows: 
Thursday, May 8, 2014
Summit Christian Center
2575 Marshall Road
San Antonio, Texas 78259
5:30 p.m. - 7:00 p.m.

The open house will allow for questions
and viewing of project exhibits. No
presentation will be given. Maps and other
drawings showing the draft Preferred
Alternative will be displayed. Repre-
sentatives from TxDOT, Alamo RMA and
the US 281 EIS Team will be available to
answer individual questions. 

The draft schematic depicting the Pre-
ferred Alternative will be available for
review at the following locations on April
8, 2014: (1) Alamo Regional Mobility
Authority, 233 North Pecos La Trinidad,
Suite 420, San Antonio, TX 78207; (2)

On May 15, 2014, the City of San Antonio
(CoSA) will conduct a public hearing to
discuss the proposed Extension of Sky-
place Boulevard, in San Antonio, Bexar
County, Texas. The project is located in the
northern portion of the San Antonio
International Airport (Airport) property.
The total project length is approximately
0.3 miles. The purpose of this project is to
provide safe, unflooded access for tenants
within this area of the Airport. At the
hearing, CoSA staff will be available to
answer questions in an informal open
house setting between 6:00 pm and 6:30
pm. A presentation that includes a
discussion of the project status, the
proposed design, and the environmental
and right-of-way processes will be made at
6:30 pm. Following the presentation there
will be a public comment period during
which comments will be recorded. A
written record that will include responses
to comments will be prepared after the
hearing and made available for public
review.

The proposed road is a two-way section
with 14-foot lanes and 11-foot off-road
shoulders, making the full section 50-feet
in width. This roadway alignment will
allow the necessary width for large trailers
to make turns within the lane widths. The
11-foot shoulder can also provide an
emergency off-road area for break downs
and emergency vehicles. The bulk of the
proposed roadway will be constructed on a
proposed embankment composed of fill
material associated with the San Antonio
International Airport. The embankment
varies approximately 1 to 25 feet in depth
adjacent to and within a small portion of
the Salado Creek Basin. A 3 to 1
embankment slope is proposed from the
top of the roadway to the bottom of the
Salado Creek Basin.

A Categorical Exclusion Support Docu-
ment (CESD) has been prepared that
describes the project’s potential impacts
to natural environments and also includes
schematic drawings and typical sections of
the proposed improvements. The CESD
will be displayed at the public hearing. The
CESD is also available for review prior to
the hearing at the CoSA Horizontal
Projects Division located at 114 W.
Commerce, 5th Floor, San Antonio, TX
78205 and at the CoSA Aviation Division
located at 457 Sandau Road, San Antonio,
TX 78216.

Notice is provided that the proposed
action would result in no effects on the
base floodplain in accordance with re-
quirements of Executive Order 11988:
Floodplain Management and U.S. DOT
Order 5650.2: Floodplain Management
and Protection. The details of this
encroachment analysis and the pertinent
regulatory coordination are contained in
the CESD.

Notice is provided that the proposed
action would result in impacts to wetlands
in accordance with requirements of
Executive Order 11990: Protection of
Wetlands, U.S. DOT Order 5660.1A:
Preservation of the Nation’s Wetlands,
Section 404: Clean Water Act (CWA).
Permitting impacts to the wetlands will be
conducted in accordance with current
CWA Section 404 regulations.

All interested citizens are invited to attend
this public hearing. Persons interested in
attending who have special communi-
cation or accommodation needs are
encouraged to call David McBeth, P.E., at
(210) 207-6342 or Steven Southers, at
(210) 207-3402 at least one week prior to
the hearing so arrangements can be made.
The public hearing will be conducted in
English; however, Spanish and sign
language interpreters will be made
available at the public hearing upon
written request to Mr. McBeth at least one
week prior to the date of the hearing.
COSA will make every reasonable effort to
accommodate these needs.

Verbal and written comments regarding
the proposed project are requested.
Comments may be presented either at the
hearing or in writing after the hearing.
Comments must be received within 10
days following the public hearing (on or
before May 27), in order to be included in
the public hearing record. Written com-
ments may be submitted to David McBeth,
P.E., CoSA Transportation and Capital
Improvements or Steven Southers P.E.,
CoSA Aviation, no later than 5:00PM on
May 13, 2014, to be addressed at the
hearing. 

Comments may be submitted to 
David McBeth via email to

david.mcbeth@sanantonio.gov
or Steven Southers,

steven.southers@sanantonio.gov, or
mailed or delivered in person to:

Mr. David McBeth, P.E.
City of San Antonio

Transportation and Capital
Improvements Department 

114 W. Commerce 5th Floor
San Antonio, TX 78205

Mr. Steven Southers
City of San Antonio
Aviation Department 

457 Sandau Road
San Antonio, TX 78216

MONEY To Lend, Private $ for 
Real Estate, Biz Loans, 

Oil/Gas Royalties 210-249-2111

A CASH COW Distribute CELL PHONE
Accessories, Inventory & Accounts
Supplied. Invest. Req’d 866-402-4920

NEED To Get Rid of Overstocked
Merchandise? We Have Buyers On

Both Side of the Border. Call Sergio at
956-324-9804 or email me at:

sarodealty@yahoo.com

SNACK-SODA-BULK VENDING CO.
VM on Locations. For Info830-981-4657

THANK YOU ST. JUDE
for prayers answered. I.C.G.

CONSERVATIVE 
JURORS WANTED:

Help decide a real court case
during a mock trial on Friday, 

May 23, 2014. Must be 21+, speak
English, & not know any other
jurors. Casual Dress. Photo ID

Req’d. $80 for 3.5 hrs. If
interested, respond to

applyfocus@gmail.com with date in
subject title (5/23/14). No later

than Friday, May 16, 2014.

LOOKING FOR SYLVIA R. LAST
SEEN: 1976. JOSE V: 760-622-1543

EARN UP TO $100 This Week By
Donating Plasma! 

14004 Nacogdoches Rd 
210-320-3582/ cslplasma.com

PUBLIC NOTICE 
NON-PUBLIC SCHOOLS

NOTIFICATION OF SERVICES

Private, non-profit schools, including
non-profit home schools, interested in
learning more about federally funded
programs and services provided by
Education Service Center, Region 20 and
area school districts (Local Educational
Agencies) are invited to attend an
information and consultation meeting on
May 9, 2014, 9 a.m. to 11:30 a.m. at
Education Service Center, Region 20
Conference Center, 1314 Hines Avenue,
San Antonio, Texas.

There is no fee for the meeting, but
registration is requested. For instructions
on how to register, go to ww.esc20.net,
click on the Workshops tab and follow the
steps listed. The session number for the
Private Schools Federal Programs In-
formation and Consultation Meeting is
FP140502-K66.

Federal program services available to
eligible private school students, parents/
guardians and teachers are: Individuals
with Disabilities Education Act, Part B
(IDEA-B); IDEA-B Preschool Program;
Title I, Part A, Improving the Academic
Achievement of the Disadvantaged; Title I,
Part C, Migrant Education Program; Title
II, Part A, Teacher and Principal Training
and Recruiting Fund; and Title III, English
Language Acquisition, , Language En-
hancement & Academic Achievement Act.

Private, non-profit schools that elect to
receive services must comply with all
requisite federal policies and procedures.
All services are coordinated through Local
Education Agencies (LEAs). For additional
information, please contact:

Ms. Alex Dominguez at
alexandra.dominguez@esc20.net

or (210) 370-5410

Texas Department of Transportation, 4615
N.W. Loop 410, San Antonio, TX 78229;
and (3) Jacobs Engineering Group, 911
Central Parkway North, Suite 425, San
Antonio, TX 78232.

Beginning April 8, 2014, a digital version of
the draft schematic of the Preferred
Alternative may be downloaded from the
project website at http://www.411on281.
com/us281eis/.

All interested persons are invited to attend
the open house. Persons interested in
attending who have special communi-
cation or accommodation needs are
encouraged to contact Mike Chavez at
(512) 416-2514 at least two (2) working
days prior to the open house. TxDOT, Bexar
County and Alamo RMA offices are open
Monday through Friday, from 8:00 a.m. to
5:00 p.m., excluding state and federal
holidays. Because the open house will be
conducted in English, any requests for
language interpreters or other special
communication needs should also be
made at least two (2) working days prior to
the open house. TxDOT and the Alamo
RMA will make every reasonable effort to
accommodate these needs. 

Verbal and written comments from the
public regarding this project are request-
ed. A court reporter/transcriber will be
available to accept verbal comments at the
open house. Comments may be submitted
at the open house or in writing after the
open house. Written comments may be
mailed to TxDOT-ENV, Attention: Mike
Chavez, 125 E. 11th Street, Austin, TX
78701-2483 and comments can be
submitted electronically at http://
www.411on281.com/us281eis/ under
Submit Comments. All comments must be
received by May 19, 2014 to be included in
the open house record. 

RockHounds 1, 
Missions 0
Midland AB R H BI S.A. AB R H BI

Crmblss 2b ...... 4 1 1 0 McElroy 2b ..... 3 0 0 0
Walsh lf ........... 4 0 2 0 Bixler ss ......... 4 0 0 0
Aliotti dh ......... 4 0 0 0 Kral c ............. 3 0 2 0
Marte 3b ......... 4 0 1 1 Liriano lf ........ 4 0 0 0
Muncy 1b ......... 4 0 1 0 Hedges dh ..... 4 0 0 0
Obrckr cf ......... 3 0 0 0 Gaedele cf ..... 3 0 0 0
Coleman ss ..... 4 0 1 0 Asencio rf ...... 3 0 0 0
Taylor c ........... 3 0 0 0 Orr 1b ............. 3 0 1 0
Forsythe rf ...... 3 0 0 0 Hunt 3b ......... 3 0 1 0
Totals ............. 33 1 6 1 Totals ............ 30 0 4 0
Midland .............................. 000 000 001 — 0
San Antonio ...................... 000 000 000 — 0

2B—Coleman (4). LOB —Midland 6; San Antonio 5. Team
RISP—Midland 1-for-6; San Antonio o-for-1. 
Midland IP H R ER BB SO
Haviland ............................ 72⁄3 3 0 0 1 2
Urlaub W, 1-0 .................... 11⁄3 1 0 0 0 0
San Antonio IP H R ER BB SO
Geer .................................... 8 3 0 0 0 4
Sullivan L, 0-1 .................... 1⁄3 3 1 1 0 1
Ibarra .................................. 2⁄3 0 0 0 1 1

HBP—McElroy (by Urlaub). Batters faced—Haviland 27,
Urlaub 5, Geer 27, Sullivan 4, Ibarra 3. Umpires — Home,
Nate White; 1B, Ron Teague; 3B, Lee Meyers. T — 2;22. A —
5,409.

Arizona 69,
Talons 59

PHOENIX — Arizona kept its
Arena Football League record
spotless by downing the Talons
on Saturday night.

The Rattlers (6-0), sporting
the best offense in the AFL,
shined with quarterback Nick
Davila completing 20 of 30 pas-
ses for 306 yards and nine
touchdowns against the Talons
(1-6). His No. 1 target was Nick
Purify, who had nine receptions
for 145 yards and three TDs.

Arizona scored on its first play
when Davila hit Tyson Poots with
a 24-yard TD pass. That was just
the beginning.

With the exception of an inter-
ception by Kyle Whitehurst in the
first half and running out the
clock in the final seconds, Arizo-
na scored on all its possessions.

Talons QB Shane Boyd con-
nected on 19 of 28 passes for
272 yards and six TDs, with four
going to DJ Stephens, who had
10 catches for 155 yards.
Next up: vs. Iowa, 7 p.m. May 3
TV/Radio: ESPN3 (live stream-
ing video), KZDC-AM 1250
AFL report: Page B13

Staff report

TALONS REPORT



El Espíritu Santo
V e n ,  E s p í r i t u 
Santo, l lena los 
corazones de tus 
fieles y enciende 
en ellos el fuego 
de tu amor. Envía, 
Señor, tu Espíritu 
y todo será crea-
do. Y renuevas la 
faz de la tierra.
Oremos. Oh Dios, 
que ha enseñado 
a los corazones 
de los fieles con 
la luz del Espíritu 
Santo, concéde-
nos  e l  don  de l 
m ismo Esp í r i tu 
seamos siempre 
siempre del bien 
y gozar de su con-
suelo. Por Cristo 
nues t ro  Señor . 
Amen.
R.C.  (04/20/14)

Oración a la 
Virgen de 

Juquila 
Madre Querida, 
Virgen de Juquila, 
Virgen de nues-
t r a  espe ranza , 
tuya es nuestra 
v i da ,  cu ídanos 

(04/30/14)
--------------------------
Rento cuarto amu-
eblado con baño 
y salida privada, 
$360/depósito y 
$95/ la semana.  
(210) 584-4637 o 
(210) 591-5337.  

(04/27/14)
--------------------------
Dúplex: Un cuarto, 
sala, baño, cocina, 
área Miss ion y 
Roosevelt. $600,  
recibos pagados. 
Informes (210) 495-
7352. 

 (04/27/14)
--------------------------
LAND REPO ½ 
ACRE with access 
to Medina Lake 
and River, water, 
sewer and electric 
installed. WILL FI-
NANCE (210) 683-
1121.  

(04/30/14)
--------------------------
Medina Lake & Riv-
er access, 1/4 acre 
8k, WILL FINANCE 
(210) 683-1121. 

(04/30/14)
--------------------------
Vendo restaurante 
trabajando en buen 
precio. Inf. (210) 
442-9445.  

(04/30/14)
--------------------------
Maytag washer and 
dryer for sale, $275. 
can deliver  (210) 
909-7267.  

(04/27/14)
--------------------------
Small chest type 
freezer, ideal for ice 
cream truck $100. 
can deliver. (210) 
909-7267.  

(04/27/14)
--------------------------
Vendo Viagra, Cia-
lis, Levitra genérico 
$10/la pastilla. (210) 
489-9239 . 

(05/18/14)
--------------------------

$7.50 SERVICIO 
A  D O M I C I L I O , 
REFRIGERADO-
RAS, LAVADOR-
AS, SECADORAS 
Y ESTUFAS. UN 
AÑO GARANTÍA 
EN PARTES LLA-
ME (210) 291-5431. 

(04/27/14)
--------------------------
Corto yardas, pon-
go tile, azulejo hago 
y reparo cercas, pin-
to casas, plomería, 
sheetrock y remod-
elaciones, carpin-
tería, banquetas y 
ventanas. Hablar 
con Jesús Vi l la 
(210) 480-8480. 

 (04/30/14)
--------------------------
Sobador/Masajista 
para toda clase de 
lastimaduras. (210) 
922-9244.  

(04/30/14)
--------------------------
Reparamos desde 
$49. de lavadoras, 
secadoras, refrig-
eradoras, estufas, 
ac’s. Todas marcas, 
garantizado. (210) 
605-9418 o (210) 
489-0604 o (210) 
488-0779.  

(04/30/14)

I repair refrigerators, 
washers, dryers, & 
stoves also air con-
ditioners and com-
mercial refrigerator 
coolers & freezer. 
Can travel up to 50 
miles. (210) 909-
7267

  (04/27/14)
--------------------------

-------------------------- 
Dedicated Driv-
ers: Regional Runs 
-Home Weekends 
a n d  M i d w e e k -
B a s e d  i n  S a n 
Antonio, TX Avg. 
$56,000+ /Year! 
Great Benefits and 
401k CDL-A w/1yr. 
T/T exp. hazmat 
preferred 800-879-
7826  RUAN WWW.
RUAN.COM/JOBS 
Dedicated to Diver-
sity. EOE  

(04/27/14)
--------------------------
Necesitamos traba-
jadores que sepan 
usar el montacar-
ga o que quieran 
aprender a operarlo 
para trabajo en bo-
degas. Con o sin 
experiencia. Llamar 
al (210) 267-1352 
o (210) 265-5404.  
We Need Forklift 
Operators Asap.  

(04/30/14)
--------------------------
Now Hir ing Of-
fice Staff & Main-
tenance: Must be 
bilingual and have 
own transportation. 
Apply in person at 
4848 Goldfield or 
140 Babcock, or call 
fax resume (210) 
661-9497.  

(06/06/14)
--------------------------
Se solicita señora 
cristiana para cui-
dar señora mayor 
de edad. Para más 
información llame 
al  (210) 860-9943. 
¡Urgente!

(06/06/14)
Driver: MISSION 
P E T R O L E U M 

CARRIERS-Imme-
diate Fuel Division 
Openings. Local 
runs, home daily! 
Weekly paycheck. 
$60k plus annual 
excellent benefits, 
bonuses & more! 
Modern fleet, prov-
en safety record. 
CDL-A, X with T/T 
experience. Call 
today! 1-855-292-
2945.  (04/27/14)
Dr ivers :  Car te r 
Express. CDL-A: 
New Pay Solos up 
to 38 cpm to start. 
Teams up to 47 
cpm to start. Home 
Weekly. No Slip 
Seat. No Touch. 
Newer Equipment. 
(855)219-4839.  

(04/27/14)
--------------------------
Se solicita ayudante 
para mantenimien-
to en un ranchito 
chico, vivir y que-
darse. Inf. Julian 
(210) 410-9851.  

(04/27/14)
--------------------------
HELP WANTED: 
MALE AGE 18-35 
YEARS OLD. On 
The job training pro-
vided. HVAC tem-
perature controls 
installation. Call 
(210) 825-1499 Af-
ter 5pm. (04/27/14)
Hiring 2 persons 
need to be bilingual 
and able to travel 
here in Texas doing 
paralegal work. Call 
Norma Pesina (956) 
535-0455.  

(04/30/14)
--------------------------
Cuido personas 
mayores de día o 
noche. Limpio ca-
sas informes (210) 
609-1222. 

(04/30/14)
--------------------------
Se busca choferes 
(CDL-A). Camión 
nuevo, excelente 
paga y beneficio. 
Orientation Paga, 
hospedaje gratuito. 

www.drive4maalt.
com (855 )252 -
1641. 

(04/27/14)
--------------------------
Drivers: Company 
CDL Wanted. Home 
Daily! Great Pay & 
Benefits (weekly). 
Paid Orientation. 
www.drive4maalt.
com (855) 411-
4988.  

(05/04/14)
--------------------------
Guitarrista profe-
sional, toco 3 instru-
mentos, sajo, bajo 
sexto y guitarra, 
muchos años de 
experiencia. (210) 
909-7267.  

(04/27/14)
--------------------------
Stable Hand: Must 
have experience 
with horses. Nice 
facility in Boerne 6 
days a week. Free 
furnished apt., in-
cluding utilities & 
cable. Great Pay. 
Hard work. Fami-
lies welcome. (830) 
460-1436. 

 (04/27/14)
--------------------------
¿Cansado de su 
economía? Empre-
sa en crecimiento 
busca personal, 
área de ventas, solo 
medio tiempo, $250 
semanal. Solo inte-
resados. (210) 264-
1340.  (05/25/14)
Soy enfermera, vivo 
en el Perú. Busco 
trabajo en USA. 
Más información: 
Ivith Flores. (210) 
489-9239 o 011511-
246-7154.  

(05/18/14)
--------------------------
Need 2 persons to 
clean houses. Need 
to have social se-
curity and drivers 
license. (210) 623-
5992

 (04/30/14)
--------------------------
Se solicita perso-
nas para limpieza 

de casas. Necesita 
seguro social y li-
cencia de manejar. 
(210) 623-5992.  

(04/30/14)
--------------------------

COMPRO CASAS 
EN EFECTIVO:
We pay cash for 
houses, fast any 
areas and any con-
dition, 25yrs. ex-
perience. Privacy 
assured, call John 
(210) 300-4000 the-
sahomebuyer.com  

(06/29/14)
--------------------------

Own and operate 
your own floral and/
or gift shop in the 
downtown San An-
tonio area for as little 
as about $495/per 
month, $55 equip-
ment rental fee per 
month, plus $900 of 
existing floral inven-
tory. This shop is 
located four blocks 
from the newly de-
veloped Riverwalk 
and Pearl Brewery 
areas. We are leas-
ing floral section 
and selling most of 
the floral tools and 
materials needed 
to run and operate 
a full service floral 
shop. We also own 
a professional floral 
school so we can 
also train you for 
as little as $800 in 
one month you will 
be ready to open 
your own business 
for just slightly over 
$2000. If you are 
interested or you 
know of someone 
who might be inter-
ested in owning and 
operate their own 
floral or gift busi-
ness, please call 
(210) 229-9204 or 
(210) 772-2900.  

de todo mal. Si 
en  es te  mundo 
de injusti cias, de 
miseria y pecado 
ves que nuestra 
vida se turba, no 
nos abandones. 
Madre Querida, 
protege a los per-
egrinos, acompa-
ñamos por todos 
los caminos, vela 
por los pobres sin 
sustento y el pan 
que se les quita 
re t r i búyese los . 
A c o m p á ñ a n o s 
en toda nuestra 
vida y libéranos 
de todo t ipo de 
pecado. Amén.

Doy gracias a la 
Virgen de Juqui-
l a ,  p o r  l o s  f a -
vores recibidos. 
Rece los 9 días 
es ta  o rac ión  y 
publíquela al no-
veno día, nueve 
Ave Marías du-
rante nueve días. 
Pida tres deseos. 
Uno de negocios, 
dos imposibles. Al 
noveno día pub-
lique esta oración 
y se cumplicará 
a u n q u e  n o  l o 
crea.
Amén.
M.D.C.G.
H.B.

Prayer to the 
Infant of Atocha 

Y o u  a r e  t h e 
powerful Savious 
of all people, pro-
tector of the in-
valid and almighty 
doctor of the in-
firm. Holy Infant, 
we honor you. 

Here  you say 
t h r e e  O u r  F a -
thers, Hail Marys, 
and Glory be to 
God. 

To  remember 
this day I pray to 
you to answer my 
requests. Holy In-
fant of Atocha I 

permíteme, Pedro 
Santo, que a tu 
sombra los peca-
dores a lcancen 
el perdón de sus 
culpas, para que 
arrepent idos se 
a l i s t e n  e n  l a s 
banderas de la 
gracia y a tu som-
bra  no  p ie rdan 
e l  derecho que 
tienen a la gloria. 
Amén. 

ask you with all 
my heart to help 
me .  P lease  be 
with me in thought 
and spir i t  when 
I f ind my peace 
and that you will 
be with me in the 
Heavens of Beth-
lehem. Amén 

Miraculous 
Prayer 

Dear Heart  of 
Jesus, in the past 
I have asked for 
favors. This time 
I ask you this very 
special one (men-
tion favor). Take 
it dear Jesus and 
place it within your 
own broken heart 
where  your  fa -
ther sees it, then 
in your merciful 
eyes i t  w i l l  be-
come your favor 
not mine. Amen. 
Say this prayer for 
3 days, promise 
å and favor wil l 
be granted. Never 
known to fail. 
E.C.B.  (04/30/14)
J.B.F. (04/30/14)
M.A.V. (04/27/14)

Divino Niño

Niño amable de 
mi vida, consuelo 
de los cristianos, 
l a  g r a c i a  q u e 
necesito, pongo 
en tus benditas 
m a n o s ,  P a d r e 
Nuestro...

Tú sabes mis 
p e s a r e s ,  p u e s 

todo te  lo  con-
f ío ,  dad la  paz 
a los turbados y 
alivio al corazón 
mío, Dios te salve 
María...

Y  a u n q u e  t u 
amor no merezco, 
no recurriré a ti en 
vano, pues eres 
e l  Hi jo  de Dios 
y auxi l io de los 
cristianos, Gloria 
al Padre…

Acuérdate  ¡Oh 
Niño Santo! que 
j a m á s  s e  o y ó 
decir que alguno 
te haya implorado 
sin tu auxilio reci-
bir. Por eso con 
fe  y  conf ianza, 
humi lde y arre-
pentido, lleno de 
amor y esperanza 
este favor yo te 
pido.

Pedir la gracia 
que se desea y 
decir siete veces.

D i v i n o  N i ñ o 
J e s ú s ,  b e n d í -
cenos.

D.N. De La Garza 
(03/30/14)

Novena To
St. Jude 

Most holy Apos-
tle, St. Jude, faith-
fu l  servant  and 
fr iend of Jesus, 
the Church hon-
ors and invokes 
you universal ly, 
as the patron of 
di f f icul t   cases, 
of things almost 
d e s p a i r e d  o f , 

Chevy 80’ standard, 
new tires, floor shifts 
& 6 cylinder with lift-
er. $1,400. O.B.O. 
(210) 909-7267. 

(04/27/14)
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Living with Alzheimer’s for Caregivers - Latter Stage
A FREE Program

Conducted by
The Alzheimer’s Association, San Antonio and South Texas Chapter

Ginny Funk, Associate Director of Programs & Advocacy 
and

Maxine Vieyra, Programs Specialist

Part One: Thursday, May 8, 2014 - This seminar will give caregivers an opportunity to 
learn about the latter stage of Alzheimer’s disease and related dementia.  Discussions include 
providing care, communicating, developing resources, working with your care team, and 
providing an optimal end of life experience.

Part Two: Thursday, May 22, 2014 - This seminar will help caregivers learn of the resources 
available to provide the care and services for the range of needs seen in the latter stage of 
Alzheimer’s disease and related dementia.

Come to one or come to both, however, call today as seating is limited.

Adult care will be provided. Please ask for this service when making your reservation.

Call (210) 408-9100 or email sanantonio@arden-courts.com to RSVP.

All events will be held from 
6:00 pm to 7:30 pm at:

Arden Courts
15290 Huebner Road

San Antonio, TX 78231

Co-sponsored by:

Memory Care Community
San Antonio and South Texas ChapterAssisted Living Facility ID #100213

Everyone is Invited to the

US 281 Environmental
Impact Statement

OPEN HOUSE

Thursday, May 8, 2014
5:30 PM – 7:00 PM

Location
Summit Christian Center

2575 Marshall Road
San Antonio, Texas 78259

For more information please visit:
www.411on281.com/US281EIS

Thursday, May 1st at 6:30 pm
or

Saturday, May 3rd at 10:30 am
Learn what works in this relaxed,

educational seminar with Dr. Greg Dutson, DC
Renowned Health & Wellness Coach

You will learn: 
• How to take charge of your health to REVERSE YOUR DIABETES
• How to lose weight without going hungry or counting calories
• How to reduce or eliminate dependence on medications
• How to increase energy, sexual function & decrease ED
• How Elevated Cholesterol, High Blood Pressure, Sluggish Thyroid,
Insulin Resistance & Diabetes are connected

Find solutions that work to 
Reverse Your Diabetes!
“There is clear evidence from

the scientific literature that
diabetes is reversible.”

-Mark Hyman, MD

How Can I
Reverse

My
TYPE 2

Diabetes?

CALL Now to Reserve your Seat.
Pre-Diabetics are encouraged to attend.  
Learn how you can become proactive in  

preventing diabetes & obesity.

CALL 210-557-0506
SolutionsForDiabetes.com

Find out for yourself at a FREE Diabetes Seminar

Omni Hotel
9821 Colonnade Blvd., San Antonio, TX 78230

AND Eliminate that Stubborn 
Body Fat in the Process

WORLD

KABUL — Abdullah Abdul-
lah, a longtime opponent of
President Hamid Karzai and
an ardent supporter of the
United States, emerged Satur-
day as the clear front-runner
in Afghanistan’s presidential
election and could become the
first non-Pashtun to lead the
country in more than three
centuries.

In preliminary results re-
leased Saturday, Abdullah, an
ethnic Tajik from the north,
won 45 percent of the vote, not
enough to avoid a runoff with
the leading Pashtun candidate,
Ashraf Ghani, a former World
Bank economist and Karzai ad-
viser, who won 32 percent. But
Afghan government officials
say Abdullah is on the verge of
forging alliances with at least
two of the Pashtun runners-up
to gain their support, and pos-

sibly the presidency, in the
next round.

Either of the top two candi-
dates would represent a signif-
icant break with the years of
deteriorating relations the
United States has had with Af-
ghanistan under Karzai, as
well as a shift toward greater
bilateral cooperation. Each
candidate has said, for in-
stance, that he would sign a se-
curity agreement allowing U.S.
forces to remain in the country
past 2014, which Karzai nego-
tiated but refused to sign.

But the apparent advantage
for Abdullah, with his long re-
cord of advocating closer rela-
tions with the U.S. and a more
militant stance against the Ta-
liban, was likely to be encou-
raging news for the United
States and its NATO allies.

The election, the third for
president since the NATO-led
invasion of 2001, also appears

to have been the country’s
most democratic yet. The turn-
out was nearly double that of
the last election, the deeply
tainted race that Abdullah lost
to Karzai in 2009, and early
indications suggested it was far
cleaner.

Such numbers, along with
the expected Pashtun support,
could give Abdullah a powerful
mandate. In a recent interview,
Abdullah said he would set a
different tone with the U.S.,
ending the often acrimonious
criticism from the Afghan
president over prisoner releas-
es, civilian casualties and night
raids. “This rhetoric has not
helped Afghanistan,” he said.

The two Pashtun candidates
expected to throw their sup-
port to Abdullah are Zalmay
Rassoul, believed to have been
Karzai’s favorite, and Gul Agha
Sherzai, a former warlord fa-
vored by the CIA and popular

in the Taliban’s southern
heartland, Kandahar, accord-
ing to two senior Afghan gov-
ernment officials.

Karzai, who is stepping
down after 12 years in power,
has been studiously neutral
throughout the campaign. 

Afghan votes signaling
turn to better relations
Presidential candidates’ stances are more pro-U.S.
NEW YORK TIME S

Shah Marai / Getty Images

Opposition leader Abdullah Abdullah won 45 percent of the
vote in the Afghan presidential election, but it is not enough to
avoid a runoff with a former adviser to the president. 

KABUL — A commis-
sion appointed by Presi-
dent Hamid Karzai to in-
vestigate detention facili-
ties run by U.S. and
British forces in southern
Afghanistan claimed Sat-
urday to have uncovered
secret prisons on two coa-
lition bases, an allegation
that could not be immedi-
ately confirmed but was
likely to further compli-
cate relations between the
Afghan government and
its allies.

“We have conducted a
thorough investigation
and search of Kandahar
Airfield and Camp Bas-
tion and found several il-
legal and unlawful deten-
tion facilities run and op-

erated by foreign military
forces,” said Abdul Shak-
ur Dadras, the panel’s
chairman.

Dadras offered no evi-
dence to support his as-
sertion, though he prom-

ised to release more de-
tails after presenting his
report to Karzai.

Lt. Col. Todd Breas-
seale, a spokesman for the
Defense Department,
wrote in an email, “Every
facility that we use for de-
tention is well-known not
only by the Government
of the Islamic Republic of
Afghanistan, but also by
the ICRC,” a reference to
the International Commit-
tee of the Red Cross, a
nonpartisan organization
that provides humanitar-
ian care for victims of
conflict.

The International Secu-
rity Assistance Force said
in a statement Saturday

that it was “aware of their
investigative team looking
into the detention facili-
ties in Kandahar and Hel-
mand, and we are cooper-
ating fully with the inves-
tigation on this matter.”

The accusations are the
latest salvo in a dispute
over the detention of Af-
ghans by foreign forces.
The issue reached a cli-
max this year when the
Afghan government re-
leased from the former
U.S. prison at Bagram
dozens of prisoners the
coalition claimed had
killed U.S. soldiers.

Before that, the transfer
of the prison itself called
attention to the deteriorat-

ing relationship between
the Afghans and their
U.S. allies in a public way.

The United States has
accused the Afghan gov-
ernment of using the is-
sue to score political
points. The Afghans say
the foreigners have un-
fairly imprisoned people
without credible evidence
and insist that they run
all detention facilities in
the country.

Dadras said his team
was sent to the Kandahar
and Helmand provinces
to review the prisons on
the two coalition bases,
Kandahar Airfield, run by
the U.S., and the British-
run Camp Bastion.

Afghans claim to find secret U.S., British prisons
Panel’s findings just latest salvo in dispute
NEW YORK TIME S “We have conducted a thorough

investigation . . . and found several
illegal and unlawful detention facilities
run and operated by foreign military
forces.”
Abdul Shakur Dadras, panel chairman



Johnson pitcher Caitlyn Col-
quhoun is a freshman. If that
wasn’t perceived to be enough
of an obstacle, then pitching
your first playoff game against
an opponent with a résumé as
stellar as anyone around
should have been.

So, in the days leading to the
Jaguars’ Class 5A first-round,
one-game series against Smith-
son Valley, Johnson coach Jen-
nifer Fox sought to get a read
on Colquhoun. Was she nerv-
ous? Was she anxious? 

“She just said, ‘It’s just one
game closer to state,’ ” Johnson
catcher Kayla Couch said of her
battery mate. 

Colquhoun brushed off the
inquiry in the same manner
she brushed aside Smithson
Valley batters on Thursday —

she threw a no-hitter in the
Jaguars’ 2-0 win at the SAISD
Complex.

The Jaguars (24-6) advanced
to play Corpus Christi Carroll
in the second round this week.

“I was just in a rhythm,”
said Colquhoun, who was only
a two-out walk in the fourth
inning from a perfect game. “I
just felt like I couldn’t be
stopped.”

Smithson Valley (17-9), which
suffered its earliest playoff exit
since losing to San Marcos in
the first round in 1995, was left
helpless by Colquhoun’s dom-
inating performance. She re-
tired the side in order in six of
seven innings, and didn’t allow
a ball out of the infield thanks
to solid fielding from the likes
of Brittany Muller, Keri Wein-
man and Taylor Drury.

“I just approach it like it’s
any other game,” said Colqu-

houn, who struck out 11 and al-
lowed three hits in an 8-0 win
over Smithson Valley on March
5. “It’s just about playing the
game and having fun. When I
get frustrated, when I walk
somebody, I just step back, take
a deep breath, just clear my
mind and I just pitch.”

With Colquhoun on top of
her game, the Jaguars got all
the offense they needed in the
second.

Johnson loaded the bases on
a single by Alex Yarbrough, an
error and a walk to Drury.
Couch’s one-out single brought
home Yarbrough and Lindsey
Angelico.

“(I just wanted to) get up
there and hit it, and help my
team and do my part,” Couch
said.

tthomas@express-news.net
Twitter: @mysahighschools

Johnson to second round
No-hitter highlight’s Jaguars 2-0 win over SV
By Terrence Thomas
STAFF WRITER

Tom Reel / San Antonio Express-News

Jaguar pitcher Caitlyn Colquhoun picks up a bunt and scoops the
ball to first for an out as Johnson downed Smithson Valley
Thursday in 5A first-round softball playoffs at the SAISD Spring
Sports Complex.
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210-654-0616
www.morrisrealtysa.com

FREE
SERVICE PLAN 
WITH EVERY NEW LISTING

FOR
SALE

Your Trust Is Our Business!

Limited Time Offer.

Everyone is Invited to the

US 281 Environmental
Impact Statement

OPEN HOUSE
Thursday, May 8, 2014

5:30 PM – 7:00 PM

Location
Summit Christian Center

2575 Marshall Road
San Antonio, Texas 78259

For more information please visit:
www.411on281.com/US281EIS
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Congressman Cuellar Is On The Job, Working For You In The 28th District:

Let Congressman Cuellar Hear Your Thoughts!

Come Visit Us In Our Local Offices

Congressman

Henry Cuellar

1(877) 780-0028 • henry.cuellar@mail.house.gov • www.house.gov/cuellar

San Antonio

Constituent Services
• Group tours for school classes and community organizations
• White House and U.S. Capitol tours
• American flags flown over the Capitol
• U.S. Military Academy nominations
• Student internships

615 East Houston Street, Suite 563 San Antonio, TX 78205
P: (210) 271-2851 • F: (210) 277-6671

This document was prepared and published at taxpayer expense.

Federal Government Assistance
• Grants and Federal funding for local projects
• Social Security and Medicare benefits
• Citizenship Services and Immigration status requests
• Veterans’ benefits
• Passport applications

Everyone is Invited to the

US 281 Environmental
Impact Statement

OPEN HOUSE
Thursday, May 8, 2014

5:30 PM – 7:00 PM

Location
Summit Christian Center

2575 Marshall Road
San Antonio, Texas 78259

For more information please visit:
www.411on281.com/US281EIS

With the May 10 election
less than two weeks away, vot-
ers in Live Oak will decide the
fate of four propositions as
well as select a council mem-
ber.

City Councilman Bob Tull-
gren is running for re-election
to his Place 2 seat. He is op-
posed by former City Council-
woman Loretta Kusek.

Among the four proposi-
tions, one continues to garner
the lion’s share of attention —
Prop. 4, the planned Live Oak
Fitness Park.

First proposed in early 2012
after more than a year of con-
ceptual design, the fitness park
would be located on 3.2-acres
at Oak Terrace Drive between
the Live Oak Fire Department
and the High Key Apartments. 

The rocky, hilly terrain has
little commercial value, but

represents an ideal slope for
the park’s purposes, according
to Tullgren, one of the park’s
biggest supporters.

The park would offer a par-
kour (free moving) plaza where
skateboarding, biking, and
roller blading can be enjoyed
and include a playground for
children, picnic areas that in-
clude grills, a concession
building, public restrooms, an
amphitheater with stage for
events, a walking path, six fit-
ness stations and (a place for)
court games, such as horse-
shoes and bocciball.

While the park has its back-
ers, it also has attracted a vocal
opposition. Initially, complaints
surfaced from residents living
adjacent to the proposed park’s
site. Noise and crime concerns
were raised.

But Tullgren and other sup-
porters said the plan includes
a buffer zone and wall at the
rear of the park to effectively

“trap and release” sound up-
ward, away from any nearby
homes.

Other residents told City
Council they feared the park
will attract primarily outsiders.
Supporters countered that cur-
rent Live Oak City park users,
such as the Jaguars football
team and various baseball and
softball teams and leagues
draw as much as 70 percent of
their participants from outside
Live Oak city limits.

But Tullgren added that he

hopes the park actually does
draw outsiders — mainly in
the form of corporate sponsors
and potential tournament
backers and participants, who
would draw further national
attention to the park.

Some detractors say they are
angered by the fact the city has
to float a bond issue to build
the park. Originally the project
was designed to cost the city
little more than maintenance
costs.

But in November 2012, for-

mer Councilman Michael Bal-
deraz led an effort to move the
park from the original 3.2-acre
site to a smaller 1.8-acre plat
next to the Live Oak Justice
Center. The vote passed, 3-2,
and the site, temporarily, found
a new home.

Tullgren said the decision to
move the park cost the park’s
backers a number of corporate
sponsors, he said, were “on
board with the original site,
but not with the smaller site.”
He joked the new location
would become “a parking lot
with a skateboard ramp” — far
from the intent of the fitness
park.

In September 2013, the
council voted to revert to the
original fitness park concept
and design, flipping the project
back to its original 3.2-acre site
that voters will see on the May
10 ballot.

jflinn@express-news.net

Fitness park, council seat lead Live Oak ballot
By Jeff B. Flinn 
STAFF WRITER “A number of corporate sponsors were on

board with the original site, but not with
the smaller site.”

Live Oak City Councilman Bob Tullgren



16            

Seeing to your family’s needs

At Nevelow Eye Associates, we focus on the
specific needs of each patient. Regular

eye exams are key to healthy eyesight 
as well as early detection of certain diseases, 
including glaucoma, diabetic eye diseases and 
macular degeneration. We provide the latest 
fashions in glasses, all types of 

contact lenses as well as laser 
vision consultations for the 

entire family.

www.drsnevelow.com

Don’t miss this wonderful, unique, action packed Kids Summer 
Camp for some good ol’ fashioned fun with residents at
InIndedepependndenencece HHililll ReRetitireremementnt CComommumuninityty iinn StStononee OaOakk.

Lic #100102

June 9th - July 3rd, 2014
 Monday-Friday: 7am – 6pm

...and more!

www.independencehill.com

Full Service Apartments, 
Assisted Living and 

Neighborhood of Homes
20500 Huebner Road

San Antonio, Texas  78258
(210) 209-8956

June 9th July 3rd 220014

Register today with 
Family Endeavors at 

(210) 431-6466

Manuel A. Lopez, MD, FACS
Board Certified Facial Plastic Surgeon
Patricia Escareño, LVN, ANS
Certified Surgical Aesthetic Nurse Specialist

210-495-2367
946 Loop 1604 W. Ste. 140
(Located inside the Strand Salon & Spa)(Located inside the Strand Salon & Spa)

The LPS Laser Skin Center
        Redefining the New Age of Aging!

Call to ask for our
PRE-SUMMER SPECIALS!!!

 Laser Skin Resurfacing
 Botox
 Injectable Dermal Filler
 Medical Skin Therapy
 Obagi Physician Grade 
Skin Care

 Laser Vein Therapy
 Laser Hair Reduction
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OOOOOOuuuurrrrr FFFFFFaaaaammmmmiiiiiillllllyyyyyCaring for Yours
Saturday Urgent Care: 10 AM – Noon
Patients 2 Years & Up
Wellness Care & Preventive Medicine
Acute Illness & Chronic Disease Care
Our Doctors Make Daily Hospital Rounds
Physicals, Pap Smears, Well Child Exams

Express Care Services
FOR OUR ESTABLISHED PATIENTS

770000 EE. SSonterra BBllvdd, SSte. 220022

John Phillips, MD Wendy Nguyen, MD Stephanie Hoefle, MD Rohan Coutinho, MD John Nguyen, MD
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50% OFF 
Dry Cleaning
(Max discount $10)

Wearing apparel only. Not valid on
household item, leather, or suede.

Coupon must accompany incoming order.
Not valid w/other discounts or 3 pant special.

One coupon per day. Exp. 5/31/14  NC 

$10 OFF 
Dry Cleaning
(Min order of $40)

Bring this coupon and receive
$10 OFF with $40 of drycleaning.

Coupon must accompany incoming order.
Not valid w/other discounts or 3 pant special.

One coupon per day. Exp. 5/31/14  NC

$5 OFF 
Cleaning

(Bedspreads & Comforters)
Coupon must accompany incoming order.

Not valid w/other offer.

One coupon per day. Exp. 5/31/14  NC 

4th Men’s Shirt 
FREE Laundry
Bring this coupon with 4 shirts

and get your 4th shirt FREE.
Coupon must accompany incoming order.

Not valid w/other discounts.
Men’s shirts only.

One coupon per day. Exp. 5/31/14  NC 
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Debby Seguin (warning: she can be 
grumpy in the morning!) can be reached 
at writewell62@yahoo.com.

On The Cover

Family Life
May Our Differences Always
   Stay The Same  

Photo Credit: Chasity Furse
Back to front: Laura Anderson, Liz Crissey, Phillis Wallace 
and Gabi Anderson.

Keeping Seniors Independent at Home



ADULT
MEET SINGLES right now! No paid opera-
tors, just real people like you. Browse greet-
ings, exchange messages and connect live. 
Try it free. Call now 1-800-319-9484.

AUTOS WANTED
CASH FOR CARS/TRUCKS: Get a Top Dollar 
INSTANT Offer! Running or Not. Damaged? 
Wrecked? OK! We Pay Up To $20,000! Call 
Toll Free 1-888-416-2207.

CAREER TRAINING
AIRLINE CAREERS begin here - Get FAA 
approved Maintenance training. Housing and 

-
ment assistance. CALL Aviation Institute of 
Maintenance Houston 1-877-846-4155 or 
Dallas 1-888-896-8006.

EDUCATION
HIGH SCHOOL DIPLOMA FROM HOME 
6-8 weeks. Accredited, Free Brochure, No 
computer Needed. 1-800-264-8330 Ben-
jamin Franklin High School www.diploma-
fromhome.com

FINANCIAL SERVICES
RECEIVING PAYMENTS from real estate 
you sold? Get cash now! Call Steve: 1-888-
870-2243. www.SteveCashesNotes.com

April 28 - May 4, 2014

GUN SHOWS
MAY 3rd & 4th- THE REAL TEXAS 

GUN SHOW. Bell County Expo Center, 
301 W Loop 121 Belton, TX 76513. 
Sat: 9-5pm, Sun: 10-5pm. Aubrey 

www.therealtexasgunshow.com

MAY 11th-12th - HUGE GUN SHOW 
& OUTDOOR EXPO. The Lone Star 
Gallery Event Center, 4212 S. State 
Hwy 237, Round Top/Warenton, TX 

78954 Sat: 9-5pm, Sun: 10-5pm. Aubrey 

www.therealtexasgunshow.com

HELP WANTED
TRAVEL: Needed 10 Guys/Gals over age 
18, Travel Entire USA demonstrating “Citrus 
Clean.” Transportation, Expenses paid, High 
Earnings. Immediate Employment. 1-800-
898-6229 or 407-221-2929.

ATTN Drivers: Top Pay. Be a Name Not a 
Number. Quality Home Time!  BCBS  + 401K 
+ Pet & Rider Orientation Bonus CDL-A Req  
www.ad-drivers.com 1-866-938-1326

$1000+ Returning Calls - No Selling! “1st 
72hrs, received $2K” - Robin, single mom. 
Call 1-855-404-6637

MISCELLANEOUS
Canada Drug Center is your choice for safe 
and affordable medications. Our licensed 
Canadian mail order pharmacy will provide 
you with savings of up to 75% on all your 
medication needs. Call Today 1-800-317-

and free shipping.

Guaranteed Income for Your Retirement 
Avoid market risk & get guaranteed income in 
retirement! CALL for FREE copy of our SAFE 
MONEY GUIDE Plus Annuity Quotes from 
A-Rated Companies! 800-425-0826.

SAVE MONEY ON CABLE Over 205 chan-
nels from $29.99/month. FREE Installation. 
FREE HD/DVR. High speed Internet less than 
$.50/day. CALL NOW 1-877-978-3397

RVS FOR SALE
REPOS SEVERAL TRAVEL TRAILERS 
& FIFTH WHEELS. CALL TODAY 1-866-
813-2770.

SATELLITE TV
DISH TV Retailer. Starting at $19.99/month 
(for 12-mos.) & High Speed Internet starting 
at $14.95/month (where available.) SAVE! 
Ask About SAME DAY Installation! CALL - 
1-800-492-0074.

DirecTV- Over 140 channels only $29.99 a 
month. Call Now! Triple Savings! $636.00 in 
Savings. Free upgrade to Genie & 2014 NFL 
Sunday ticket free for new customers!! Start 
saving today 1-800-395-0787.

To Advertise Texas-Wide!
Call this newspaper or

the Texas Community Newspaper 
Association’s Texas-wide       
Advertising  Program at

1.931.223.5708

DISCLAIMER: This publication does not 
warrant or guarantee the accuracy of any 
advertisement, nor the quality of the goods 
or services offered. Readers are cautioned to 
thoroughly investigate all claims made and to 
use good judgment and reasonable care when 
dealing with persons unknown to you. We 
suggest never sending money until you are 
certain of the company.

el desánimo, la 
desconfianza, y 
a veces, aún la 
fa l ta  de  esper -
anza, agobian mi 
alma. La Divina 
Providencia pa-
rece perderse de 
mi v ista y la fe 
parece fallar en 
mi corazón. Abru-
mado por estos 
p e n s a m i e n t o s , 
pido tu ayuda. No 
me abandones en 
esta tr iste s i tu-
ación. Apresúrate 
en mi ayuda. Te 
l o  a g r a d e c e r é 
toda  m i  v ida  y 
te honraré como 
mi especial  pa-
trono. Agradeceré 
a Dios todos los 
dones que te ha 
otorgado y fomen-
taré tu culto cuan-
to me sea posible. 
Amén. 

A prayer to St. 
Peregrine for 
sick relatives 
and friends 

Saint Peregrine, 
as a humble ser-
vant of Mary, you 
experienced hu-
man  weakness 
and the pain and 
suffering of sick-
ness .  Know ing 
that medicine and 
human knowledge 
have l imi ts ,  we 
pray for all those 
involved with the 
medical  profes-
sion that they will 
be a true source 
o f  hea l i ng  and 
c o m f o r t  t o  a l l 
people. 

L i ke  you ,  we 
also turn to God in 
our suffering. Just 
as Jesus reached 
out and touched 
you with His heal-

ing hand, we pray 
that the following 
sick person(s) will 
be strengthened 
in body and spirit 
and cured of their 
i l lness by Jesus 
C h r i s t  t h r o u g h 
your intercession. 

In gratitude we 
pray for  a l l  the 
p e o p l e  o f  t h e 
world that they will 
come to know you, 
St. Peregrine, and 
the love that God 
has for each of 
them. Amen 

Oración de 
las dificultades 

económicas  
Señor, que has 

c reado  todo  e l 
universo,  y has 
dotado a la tierra 
de r iquezas su-
ficiente para ali-
mentar  a  todos 
los hombres que 
habitan para ali-
mentar a todos los 
hombres que hab-
itan. Ven en nues-
tra ayuda. Señor 
que cuidas de los 
l ir ios del campo 
y de las aves del 
cielo, los vistes, 
los nutres y los 
haces prosperar, 
manifiesta sobre 
nosotros tu provi-
dencia paterna. 
Ayúdanos, Señor, 
ya  que nuest ra 
salvación solo pu-
ede venir de hom-
bres honestos y 
buenos. Infunde 
en el corazón de 
nues t ros  p ró j i -
mos el sentido de 
la justicia, de la 
honestidad, y de 
la caridad. Cuida 
de nuestra famil-
ia que confiada-
mente espera de 

ti el pan de cada 
d í a .  F o r t a l e c e 
nuestros cuerpos. 
Da serenidad a 
nuestra vida, a fin 
de que podamos 
corresponder más 
fác i lmente a tu 
gracia divina. Y 

sentir que sobre 
nosotros, sobre 
nuestras preocu-
pac iones y  an-
gust ias, vela tu 
amor de Padre. 
Amén. INICIALES 
A.J.D. *Ver más 
oraciones * 

Oración a la 
Divina Provi-

dencia 
*  ¡ O h  D i v i n a 

P r o v i d e n c i a ! 
¡Concédeme tu 
c lemenc ia  y  tu 
inf ini ta bondad! 
A r r o d i l l a d a  a 
tus plantas a t i 
caridad portento. 
Te pido para los 
míos casa, ves-
t ido y sustento. 
C o n c é d e l e s  l a 
sa lud ,  l l éva los 
por buen camino. 
Que sea siempre 
la virtud la que los 
guíe en su des-
tino. Tú eres toda 
mi esperanza. Tú 
eres el consuelo 
mío. En la que mi 
mente a lcanza, 
en ti creo, en ti 
espero,  y  en t i 
confío. Tu divina 
p rov idenc ia  se 
extiende a cada 
momento ,  para 
que  nunca nos 
falte casa, vestido 
y sustento. 

Oración al 
Sagrado Corazón 

de Jesús. Ora-
ciones para una 

grave
 necesidad. 

Oh Divino Jesús 
que dijiste: “Pedid 
y recibiréis; bus-
cad y encontraré-
is ;  l lamad y  se 
os abrirá; porque 
todo el que pide 
recibe, y el que 
busca encuentra, 
y a quien llama se 
le abre”. Mírame 
pos t rado  a  tus 
plantas suplicán-
dote me conce-
das una audien-
cia. Tus palabras 
me infunden con-
fianza, sobre todo 
ahora que necesi-
to que me hagas 

un favor: (Se ora 
en silencio pidi-
endo el favor) 

¿A quién he de 
pedir, sino a Ti, 
cuyo corazón es un 
manantial inagot-
able de todas las 
gracias y dones? 
¿Dónde he de bus-
car sino en el tes-
oro de tu corazón, 
que contiene todas 
las riquezas de la 
clemencia y gener-
osidad divinas? ¿A 
dónde he de llamar 
sino a la puerta de 
ese Corazón Sa-
grado, a través del 
cual Dios viene a 
nosotros, y por me-
dio del cual vamos 
a Dios? A Ti acu-
dimos, oh Corazón 
de Jesús, porque 
en Ti encontramos 
consuelo, cuando 
afligidos y perse-
guidos pedimos 
protección; cuando 
abrumados por el 
peso de nuestra 
c ruz  buscamos 
ayuda; cuando la 
angustia, la enfer-
medad, la pobreza 
o el fracaso nos 
impulsan a buscar 
una fuerza superi-
or a las fuerzas hu-
manas. Creo firme-
mente que puedes 
concederme la 
gracia que implo-
ro, porque tu mi-
sericordia no tiene 
límites y confío en 
que tu corazón 
compas i vo  en -
contrará en mis 
miserias, en mis 
tribulaciones y en 
mis angustias, un 
motivo más para 
oír  mi pet ic ión. 
Qu ie ro  que  m i 
corazón esté lleno 
de la confianza con 
que oró el cen-
turión romano en 
favor de su criado; 
de la confianza 
con que oraron 
las hermanas de 
Lázaro, los lepro-
sos, los ciegos, 
los paralíticos que 
se acercaban a 
Ti porque sabían 
que tus oídos y tu 
corazón estaban 
siempre abiertos 
para oír y remediar 
sus males. Sin em-
bargo... dejo en tus 
manos mi petición, 

sabiendo que tú 
sabes las cosas 
mejor que yo; y 
que, si no me con-
cedes esta gracia 
que te pido, sí me 
darás en cambio 
otra que mucho 
necesita mi alma; 
y me concederás 
mirar las cosas, 
mi situación, mis 
problemas, mi vida 
entera, desde otro 

ángulo, con más 
espíritu de fe. Cu-
alquiera que sea 
tu decisión, nunca 
dejaré de amarte, 
adorarte y servirte, 
oh buen Jesús. 
Acepta este acto 
mío de perfecta 
adoración y sumis-
ión a lo que decrete 
tu corazón miseri-
cordioso. Amén. 

Padre Nuestro, 

Ave María, Glo-
r ia. Sacratísimo 
Corazón de Jesús, 
en vos confío. (3 
veces). 

San Chárbel 
¡Oh Dios! Infini-

tamente santo y 
glorificado por tus 
santos, tú que in-
spiraste al santo 
monje y ermitaño 
Chárbel a vivir y a 
morir en perfecta 

seme janza  con 
Jesús, otorgándole 
la fuerza de sepa-
rarse del mundo a 
fin de hacer triun-
far, en su ermita 
el heroísmo de las 
virtudes monásti-
cas: la pobreza, 
la obediencia y la 
castidad. Te im-
ploramos nos con-
cedas la gracia de 
amarte y de ser-

virte siguiendo su 
ejemplo. 

¡ O h !  S e ñ o r 
T o d o p o d e r o s o 
que manifiestas el 
poder de la interce-
sión de San Chár-
bel con numerosos 
milagros y favores, 
concédenos  l a 
gracia …….. que 
nosotros te im-
ploramos por su 
intercesión. Amén. 



 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
REQUEST FOR COVERAGE      Contact:   
          Monica Ramos 
          210-335-2742/office 
          210-289-5751/mobile 

 
Alamo RMA and TxDOT to host Open House on  

US 281 Environmental Impact Statement 
 
WHAT:   The Alamo Regional Mobility Authority (Alamo RMA) and Texas Department of 

Transportation (TxDOT) will host an Open House on the US 281 Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) to share information about the Draft Preferred Alternative and ask the 
community for their comments. 

 
WHEN:  Thursday, May 8, 2014, 5:30 – 7:00 p.m. (Open House, no formal presentation) 
 
WHERE:  Summit Christian Center 
 2575 Marshall Rd 
 San Antonio, Texas 78259 
 
WHO:       Alamo RMA Board Members  
        TxDOT Representatives 
        Bexar County Representatives  
        VIA Metropolitan Representatives     
     
MORE:  An EIS assists decision makers by detailing proposed transportation improvement alternatives 

and evaluating the degree to which proposals affect public health, safety and the environment.  
The EIS process for US 281 gained significant momentum during 2013 with publication of the 
Draft EIS and Public Hearing.  A Draft Preferred Alternative was identified for analysis in the 
Final EIS based on the analysis of build alternatives in the Draft EIS and public and agency 
comments.  

 
 Maps and other images showing the Draft Preferred Alternative will be displayed and 

representatives from Alamo RMA, TxDOT and the US 281 EIS Team will be available to 
answer individual questions. 

  
For more information regarding the US 281 EIS and to view the Draft Preferred Alternative 
Schematic Plans, visit www.411on281.com.  
 

About the Alamo Regional Mobility Authority 
Overseen by a seven-member Board of Directors, the Alamo RMA is committed to finding ways to empower the local 
community to take charge of their transportation future. The purpose of the Alamo RMA is to provide Bexar County with 
opportunities to accelerate needed transportation projects, through the direction of a local board making local choices about 
local mobility needs that enhance the quality of life and economic growth for all residents in the region. 

http://www.411on281.com/


US#281#Environmental#Impact#Statement#
Open#House#May#8,#2014#

Request#for#Coverage#Media#List#
!

Media#Outlet# Medium#
San!Antonio!Express!News!! Print!and!Online!
WOAI!News!4!! TV!
Fox!29! TV!
KENS>TV! TV!
KSAT>12!! TV!
KTSA!! Radio!
La!Prensa!!! Bilingual!(Spanish/English)!Print!and!Online!
WOAI>Radio! Radio!
San!Antonio!Business!Journal!! Print!
Primetime!Newspapers!! Print!
NowCast!! Online!
Univision!! Spanish!TV!
!



US 281 Environmental Impact Statement - April 2014 E-Newsletter
Alamo Regional Mobility Authority [alamorma@bexar.org]
Sent:Thursday, April 24, 2014 5:06 PM
To: AlamoRMA

  

 
                  April 2014  

In This Issue
US 281 EIS Open House

Identification of the Draft Preferred

Alternative

Save-the-Date!

US 281 EIS Open
House 

 
Thursday, May 8, 2014

5:30pm - 7:00pm

Summit Christian Center 
2575 Marshall Rd

San Antonio, TX 78259

Please click here to view a
map.

CAC Corner 
 
The US 281 EIS Community
Advisory Committee (CAC) was
briefed on the Draft Preferred
Alternative on Wednesday,
April 2, 2014.
 
Please click here to view more
information about the CAC.

Follow us!

499 likes so far!
 

 
152 followers so far! 

Greetings!

The Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) process for US
281 gained significant momentum during 2013 with
publication of the Draft EIS and Public Hearing. Based on
public and agency comments on the Draft EIS, a Draft
Preferred Alternative for analysis in the Final EIS has been
identified by the US 281 EIS Team.

The Alamo Regional Mobility Authority (RMA) and Texas
Department of Transportation (TxDOT) will hold an Open
House to present the Draft Preferred Alternative on
Thursday, May 8, 2014, at the Summit Christian Center. For
more details, please read below.

US 281 EIS Open House on May 8, 2014

EIS Process Diagram 
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Contact Us
 

Alamo Regional Mobility Authority

C/O Bexar County Public Works

Department

233 North Pecos La Trinidad
Suite 420

San Antonio, TX 78207
 

Phone: 210-335-6716
Website:411on281.com/US281EIS 

Email: alamorma@bexar.org 

    To view larger, please click here. 

Following the Public Hearing held on June 20, 2013, the US
281 EIS team reviewed public and agency comments on the
Draft EIS and identified a Draft Preferred Alternative for
analysis in the Final EIS.

The Public Hearing attracted 246 interested parties and
drew 500 comments during the official comment period,
which ended on July 3, 2013.
 
The Final EIS will include responses to comments received
at the Public Hearing and at the May 8th Open House. It will
also analyze potential impacts of the Preferred Alternative.
The Final EIS will be available for public review in fall 2014.
The EIS process culminates with the Federal Highway
Administration's Record of Decision (ROD), which is
anticipated by late 2014. If the ROD selects a build
alternative, then the project could proceed with final design,
right-of-way acquisition and construction. It would take
about four years to complete the design-build phase.
 
The next opportunity to participate in the EIS process and
learn about the Draft Preferred Alternative will be at the
Open House on Thursday, May 8, 2014 at Summit
Christian Center. The Open House will allow for questions
and viewing of project exhibits. No presentation will be
given. Maps and other images showing the Draft Preferred
Alternative will be displayed. Representatives from TxDOT,
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Alamo RMA and the US 281 EIS Team will be available to

answer individual questions. We look forward to seeing you

on May 8th!

 

Special Communication or Accommodation Needs
All interested persons are invited to attend the Open House.

Persons interested in attending who have special

communication or accommodation needs are encouraged to

contact Mike Chavez, TxDOT-ENV, at (512) 416-2514 at

least two (2) working days prior to the Open House. TxDOT,

Bexar County and Alamo RMA offices are open Monday

through Friday, from 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., excluding

state and federal holidays. Because the Open House will be

conducted in English, any requests for language interpreters

or other special communication needs should also be made

at least two (2) working days prior to the Open House.

TxDOT and the Alamo RMA will make every reasonable

effort to accommodate these needs.

 

Comments
Verbal and written comments from the public regarding this

project are requested. A court reporter/transcriber will be

available to accept verbal comments at the Open House.

 

Comments may be submitted at the Open House or in

writing after the Open House. Written comments may be

mailed to:

 

TxDOT-ENV

Attention: Mike Chavez

125 E. 11th Street

Austin, TX 78701-2483

 

Comments can also be submitted electronically by clicking
here.

 

ALL COMMENTS MUST BE RECEIVED OR POSTMARKED ON

OR BY MAY 19, 2014 TO BE INCLUDED IN THE OFFICIAL

OPEN HOUSE RECORD.

Draft Preferred Alternative Draft Schematic
Plans

The US 281 Corridor Project would span approximately 8

miles, add additional travel lanes, and include four non-toll

direct connector ramps that comprise the northern half of

the US 281 interchange with Loop 1604.

 

The Draft Preferred Alternative Schematic Plans are

available for review at the following locations:

 

Alamo Regional Mobility Authority

233 North Pecos La Trinidad, Suite 420

San Antonio, TX 78207

 

Texas Department of Transportation

4615 N.W. Loop 410

San Antonio, TX 78229

 

US 281 Environmental Impact Statement - April 2014 E-Newsletter https://webmail.bexar.org/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAAC...

3 of 4 5/23/2014 4:23 PM



Jacobs Engineering Group*
911 Central Parkway North, Suite 425
San Antonio, TX 78232
 
*Please call the Jacobs office at 210-494-0088 ahead of
time to notify the receptionist of your anticipated time of
arrival.
 
Please click here to download a digital version from the
project website. 

Stay Informed and Get Involved!
 
Thank you to everyone who has already participated by
submitting a comment, visiting the web site or attending
public meetings. Please continue to stay involved and ask
your neighbors and friends to participate too! Your
comments and participation continue to be vital to the
success of the EIS process.
 
You can also follow the US 281 EIS on Facebook and
Twitter.*
 
*Although social media (Twitter, Facebook, and blogs) are available for and
intended to encourage public dialogue about the US 281 EIS process, they
are provided for outreach and informational purposes only. To ensure your
comment is included in the official Open House record, only submit
comments in the ways listed above.

Forward email

This email was sent to AlamoRMA@bexar.org by alamorma@bexar.org |  
Update Profile/Email Address | Instant removal with SafeUnsubscribe™ | Privacy Policy.

Alamo RMA | C/O Bexar County Public Works Dept. | 233 N. Pecos La Trinidad, Suite 420 | San Antonio | TX | 78207
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Please Join Us for the Open House Tonight, May 8, 2014
Alamo Regional Mobility Authority [alamorma@bexar.org]
Sent:Thursday, May 08, 2014 9:16 AM
To: AlamoRMA

  

May 8, 2014

Greetings!

Please join us tonight, May 8, 2014, for an Open House to review the Draft
Preferred Alternative Schematic Plans for US 281 from Loop 1604 to Borgfeld
Drive in Bexar County.

The Open House will allow for questions and viewing of project exhibits and maps and
other drawings showing the draft Preferred Alternative. No formal presentation will be
given, but representatives from TxDOT, Alamo RMA and the US 281 EIS Team will be
available to answer questions. We look forward to seeing you!

Thursday, May 8, 2014
5:30 p.m. - 7:00 p.m.
 
Summit Christian Center
2575 Marshall Road
San Antonio, Texas 78259
 
Please click here to view a map. 
 
Verbal and written comments from the public regarding this project are requested. You
can provide your comments, written as well as verbally to the court reporter. Also, see
the Comments section below for additional ways to submit a comment if you are
unable to attend.

Comments
Verbal and written comments from the public regarding this project are requested.
 
Comments may be submitted at the open house or in writing after the open house.
Written comments may be mailed to:

 
TxDOT-ENV

Attention: Mike Chavez
125 E. 11th Street

Austin, TX 78701-2483
 

Comments can also be submitted electronically by clicking here.
 
ALL COMMENTS MUST BE RECEIVED OR POSTMARKED ON OR BY MAY 19, 2014

TO BE INCLUDED IN THE OFFICIAL OPEN HOUSE RECORD.

Sincerely,
US 281 EIS Team

Please Join Us for the Open House Tonight, May 8, 2014 https://webmail.bexar.org/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAAC...
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Para recibir esta información en español, favor de comunicarse con Linda Ximenes al (210) 354-2925, ó lximenes@xa-sa.com
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Note:&The&pictures&above&were&actually&posted&on&May&9,&2014;&the&date&of&the&album&places&the&pictures&in&the&
timeline&accordingly.&
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Note:&The&event&page&above&only&appeared&on&Facebook.&A&screenshot&of&the&event&page&is&below&(full&details&included&
in&attached&PDF).&
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Alamo Regional Mobility Authority 
c/o Bexar County - Public Works Department  

233 N. Pecos La Trinidad, Suite 420, San Antonio, Texas 78207 
(210) 335-6716   (210) 335-6713 Fax 

www.AlamoRMA.org  

 
 
                                                April 17, 2014 
 
Mr. Nick Smith 
NEPA Engineer 
802 CES/CEIAP 
1555 Gott St 
JBSA Lackland, TX 78236-5646 
 
 
Dear Mr. Smith: 
 
The Alamo Regional Mobility Authority (Alamo RMA) in partnership with the 
Federal Highway Administration and the Texas Department of Transportation 
will hold an Open House to present the Draft Preferred Alternative for US 281 
from Loop 1604 to Borgfeld Drive in Bexar County. The US 281 Corridor 
Project would span approximately 8 miles, add additional travel lanes, and 
include four non-toll direct connector ramps that comprise the northern half of 
the US 281 interchange with Loop 1604.   
 
The Open House will be held as follows:  
Thursday, May 8, 2014 
Summit Christian Center 
2575 Marshall Road 
San Antonio, Texas 78259 
5:30 p.m. – 7:00 p.m. 
 
The Open House will allow for questions and viewing of project exhibits. No 
presentation will be given. Maps and other images showing the Draft Preferred 
Alternative will be displayed. Representatives from TxDOT, Alamo RMA and 
the US 281 EIS Team will be available to answer individual questions. Notices of 
the Open House will be published in the San Antonio Express-News and La 
Prensa. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS  
 
JOHN CLAMP 

CHAIR 
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RAMIRO CAVAZ0S  
 
REYNALDO L. DIAZ, JR. 
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EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR  
 
 



US 281 EIS - Invitation to Open House on May 8, 2014 
April 17, 2014 
Page 2 
 

  

The Draft Preferred Alternative Schematic Plans are available for review at the 
following locations: (1) Alamo Regional Mobility Authority, 233 North Pecos 
La Trinidad, Suite 420, San Antonio, TX 78207; (2) Texas Department of 
Transportation, 4615 N.W. Loop 410, San Antonio, TX 78229; and (3) Jacobs 
Engineering Group, 911 Central Parkway North, Suite 425, San Antonio, TX 
78232 (Please call the Jacobs office at 210-494-0088 ahead of time to notify the 
receptionist of your anticipated time of arrival). 
 
A digital version of the Draft Preferred Alternative Schematic Plans may be 
downloaded from the project website at http://www.411on281.com/us281eis/.  
 
Verbal and written comments from the public regarding this project are 
requested. A court reporter/transcriber will be available to accept verbal 
comments at the Open House. Comments may be submitted at the Open House 
or in writing after the Open House. Written comments may be mailed to 
TxDOT-ENV, Attention: Mike Chavez, 125 E. 11th Street, Austin, TX 78701-
2483 and comments can be submitted electronically at 
http://www.411on281.com/us281eis/ under Submit Comments. All comments 
must be received by May 19, 2014 to be included in the Open House record.  
 
Please feel free to contact Mike Chavez at (512) 416-2514 with any questions 
regarding this Open House for the US 281 EIS. 
 

 
Sincerely, 

  
  
 

David L. Smith 
Alamo RMA Executive Director 

 
 

cc:   Mike Chavez, TxDOT Environmental Affairs Division 
Renee D. Green, P.E., Alamo RMA/Bexar County 
Justin Ham, P.E., FHWA 
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PREFIX FIRST)NAME LAST)NAME TITLE Organization MAILING)ADDRESS CITY STATE ZIP
Mr. Nick Smith NEPA/Engineer 802/CES/CEIAP 1555/Gott/St JBSA/Lackland TX 78236H5646

Mr. Lou Miller President African/American/Chamber/of/Commerce/of/San/Antonio 1717/N./Loop/1604/East

Suite/220

San/Antonio TX 78232

Mr. Bryant/J. Celestine AlabamaHCoushatta/Tribe/of/Texas 571/State/Park/Road/56 Livingston TX 77351

Mr. Tarpie Yargee Chief AlabamaHQuassarte/Tribal/Town P.O./Box/187 Wetumka OK 74883

Mr. Jeri RaineyHHinojosa Interim/CoHExecutive/Director Alamo/Area/Council/of/Governments 8700/Tesoro/Drive

Suite/700

San/Antonio TX 78217H6228

Mr. Tim Trevino Interim/CoHExecutive/Director Alamo/Area/Council/of/Governments 8700/Tesoro/Drive

Suite/700

San/Antonio TX 78217H6228

Mr. Joe Ramos Interim/CoHExecutive/Director Alamo/Area/Council/of/Governments 8700/Tesoro/Drive

Suite/700

San/Antonio TX 78217H6228

Mr. Tim Trevino Public/Relations/Director Alamo/Area/Rural/Planning/Organization 8700/Tesoro/Drive

Suite/700

San/Antonio TX 78217

Ms. Christopher Herring President Alamo/City/Black/Chamber/of/Commerce 600/Hemisfair/Plaza/Way

Building/204H09

San/Antonio TX 78205

Mr. Tommy Calvert,/Jr. Board/Member

Precinct/4

Alamo/Regional/Mobility/Authority/Board/of/Directors 233/N./Peco/La/Trinidad,/Suite/420 San/Antonio TX 78207

Mr./ Tommy Calvert,/Jr. Board/Member Alamo/Regional/Mobility/Authority/Board/of/Directors 233/N./Peco/La/Trinidad,/Suite/420 San/Antonio TX 78207

Mr. Ramiro Cavazos Board/Member

Bexar/County/Judge/&/COSA/Appointment

Alamo/Regional/Mobility/Authority/Board/of/Directors 233/N./Peco/La/Trinidad,/Suite/420 San/Antonio TX 78207

Mr. John Clamp Chairman Alamo/Regional/Mobility/Authority/Board/of/Directors 233/N./Peco/La/Trinidad,/Suite/420 San/Antonio TX 78207

Mr. Reynaldo/L. Diaz,/Jr. Secretary//Treasurer Alamo/Regional/Mobility/Authority/Board/of/Directors 233/N./Peco/La/Trinidad,/Suite/420 San/Antonio TX 78207

Mr. John Montford Board/Member Alamo/Regional/Mobility/Authority/Board/of/Directors 233/N./Peco/La/Trinidad,/Suite/420 San/Antonio TX 78207

Mr. Gavino Ramos Board/Member Alamo/Regional/Mobility/Authority/Board/of/Directors 233/N./Peco/La/Trinidad,/Suite/420 San/Antonio TX 78207

Mr. David Starr Board/Member Alamo/Regional/Mobility/Authority/Board/of/Directors 233/N./Peco/La/Trinidad,/Suite/420 San/Antonio TX 78207

Mr. Donnie Cabaniss,/Jr. Tribal/Chairman Apache/Tribe/of/Oklahoma P.O./Box/1220 Anadarko OK 73005

Mr. Tommy Adkisson County/Commissioner,/Precinct/4 Bexar/County 101/W./Nueva,/Suite/1029 San/Antonio TX 78205

Mr. Paul Elizondo County/Commissioner,/Precinct/2 Bexar/County 101 W. Nueva, Suite 1032 San/Antonio TX 78205

Mr. Sergio/"Chico" Rodriguez County/Commissioner,/Precinct/1 Bexar/County 101 W. Nueva, Suite 1009 San/Antonio TX 78205

The/Honorable Nelson/W. Wolff Judge Bexar/County 101 W. Nueva, Suite 1019 San/Antonio TX 78205

Mr. Kevin Wolff County/Commissioner,/Precinct/3 Bexar/County 101 W. Nueva, Suite 1007 San/Antonio TX 78205

Dr. Felix Almaraz,/Jr. Marker/Chair Bexar/County/Historical/Commission 323/Inspiration/Drive San/Antonio TX 78228

Ms. Sue ButlerHCarter President,/Karnes/County/Historical/Society Bexar/County/Historical/Commission P.O./Box/67 Karnes TX 78118

Ms. Virginia/S. Nicholas Chair Bexar/County/Historical/Commission 117/Stanford/Dr. San/Antonio TX 78212

Ms. Andele Worthington / BIAHAnadarko P.O./Box/309 Anadarko OK 73005

Mr. Robert Cast THPO Caddo/Nation/of/Oklahoma P.O./Box/487 Binger OK 73009

Mr. Dean Arnold Environmental/Attorney Camp/Bullis Office/of/the/Staff/Judge/Advocate

502/MSG/JA

2271/Reynolds/Road

Fort/Sam/Houston TX 78234

Ms. Maureen Brown Site/Manager Casa/Navarro/State/Historic/Site 228/South/Laredo/Street San/Antonio TX 78207

Mr. J./Scott McMurrian President Christian/Business/Chamber/of/Commerce P.O./Box/701073 San/Antonio TX 78270

Ms. Yvonne/L. Chapman Council/Member City/of/Bulverde 30360/Cougar/Bend Bulverde TX 78163

Mr. Kirk Harrison Council/Member City/of/Bulverde 30360/Cougar/Bend Bulverde TX 78163

Mr. Gene Hartman Council/Member City/of/Bulverde 30360/Cougar/Bend Bulverde TX 78163

Mr. E./A. Hoppe City/Administrator City/of/Bulverde 30360/Cougar/Bend Bulverde TX 78163

Mr. Robert/W. Hurst Council/Member City/of/Bulverde 30360/Cougar/Bend Bulverde TX 78163

Mr. Ray Jeffrey Council Member City of Bulverde 30360 Cougar Bend Bulverde TX 78163-4569
The/Honorable Bill Krawietz Mayor City/of/Bulverde 30360/Cougar/Bend Bulverde TX 78163

Mr. Danny Batts City/Secretary City/of/Bulverde 30360/Cougar/Bend Bulverde TX 78163

Mr. John Nowak Director/of/Public/Works City/of/Bulverde 30360/Cougar/Bend Bulverde TX 78163

Mr. James Allen Council/Member City/of/Hill/Country/Village 116/Aspen/Lane San/Antonio TX 78232

Ms. Elizabeth Worley Council/Member City/of/Hill/Country/Village 116/Aspen/Lane San/Antonio TX 78232

Ms. Jane Cronk Council/Member City/of/Hill/Country/Village 116/Aspen/Lane San/Antonio TX 78232

The/Honorable Gabriel DurandHHollis Mayor City/of/Hill/Country/Village 116/Aspen/Lane San/Antonio TX 78232

Mr. George/F./"Rick" Evans Council/Member City/of/Hill/Country/Village 116/Aspen/Lane San/Antonio TX 78232

Mr. Frank Morales City/Administrator City/of/Hill/Country/Village 116/Aspen/Lane San/Antonio TX 78232

The/Honorable Carl/A./ Register Mayor/ProHTempore City/of/Hill/Country/Village 116/Aspen/Lane San/Antonio TX 78232

Mr. Vicente Macias Public/Works City/of/Hill/Country/Village 116/Aspen/Lane San/Antonio TX 78232

Mr. Paul/K. Biever Council/Member,/Place/5 City/of/Leon/Valley 6400/El/Verde/Road Leon/Valley TX 78238

Mr. Jack Dean Council/Member,/Place/4 City/of/Leon/Valley 6400/El/Verde/Road Leon/Valley TX 78238

Mr. Arthur/"Art" Reyna Mayor/Pro/Tem/&/Council/Member,/Place/2 City/of/Leon/Valley 6400/El/Verde/Road Leon/Valley TX 78238

The/Honorable Chris Riley Mayor City/of/Leon/Valley 6400/El/Verde/Road Leon/Valley TX 78238

Mr. Ricardo Ruiz Council/Member,/Place/1 City/of/Leon/Valley 6400/El/Verde/Road Leon/Valley TX 78238

Mr. Abraham Diaz Council Member, Place 3 City of Leon Valley 6400 El Verde Road San Antonio TX 78238
Mr. Diego Bernal Council/Member,/District/1 City/of/San/Antonio P.O./Box/839966 San/Antonio TX 78283H3966

The/Honorable Julian Castro Mayor City/of/San/Antonio P.O./Box/839966 San/Antonio TX 78283H3966
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Mr. John Dugan Director,/Planning/&/Community/

Development

City/of/San/Antonio P.O./Box/839966 San/Antonio TX 78283H3966

Mr. Mike Frisbie,/P.E. Director/of/Public/Works/City/Engineer City/of/San/Antonio P.O./Box/839966 San/Antonio TX 78283H3966

Ms. Kay Hindes City/Archaeologist City/of/San/Antonio P.O./Box/839966 San/Antonio TX 78283H3966

Mr. Ray Lopez Council/Member,/District/6 City/of/San/Antonio P.O./Box/839966 San/Antonio TX 78283H3966

Mr. Cris Medina Council/Member,/District/7 City/of/San/Antonio P.O./Box/839966 San/Antonio TX 78283H3966

Mr. Rey Saldana Council/Member,/District/4 City/of/San/Antonio P.O./Box/839966 San/Antonio TX 78283H3966

Ms. Shirley Gonzales Council/Member,/District/5 City/of/San/Antonio P.O./Box/839966 San/Antonio TX 78283H3966

Ms. Sheryl/L. Sculley City/Manager City/of/San/Antonio P.O./Box/839966 San/Antonio TX 78283H3966

Ms. Ivy/R. Taylor Council/Member,/District/2 City/of/San/Antonio P.O./Box/839966 San/Antonio TX 78283H3966

Ms. Leticia/M. Vacek City/Clerk City/of/San/Antonio P.O./Box/839966 San/Antonio TX 78283H3966

Mr. Rebecca/J. Viagran Council/Member,/District/3 City/of/San/Antonio P.O./Box/839966 San/Antonio TX 78283H3966

Mr. Ron Nirenberg Council/Member,/District/8 City/of/San/Antonio P.O./Box/839966 San/Antonio TX 78283H3966

Mr./ Joe Krier Council/Member,/District/9 City/of/San/Antonio P.O./Box/839966 San/Antonio TX 78283H3966

Mr./ Mike/ Gallagher Council/Member,/District/10 City/of/San/Antonio P.O./Box/839966 San/Antonio TX 78283H3966

The/Honorable Michael Carpenter Mayor City/of/Schertz 1400/Schertz/Parkway Schertz TX 78154

Mr./ Matthew Duke Council/Member City/of/Schertz 1400/Schertz/Parkway Schertz TX 78154

Mr./ Cedric Edwards Council/Member City/of/Schertz 1400/Schertz/Parkway Schertz TX 78154

Mr./ Jim Fowler Council/Member City/of/Schertz 1400/Schertz/Parkway Schertz TX 78154

Mr./ Daryl John Council/Member City/of/Schertz 1400/Schertz/Parkway Schertz TX 78154

Mr./ David Scagliola Council/Member City/of/Schertz 1400/Schertz/Parkway Schertz TX 78154

The/Honorable Tom Daly Mayor City/of/Selma 9375/Corporate/Drive Selma TX 78154

Mr. Charles Eads Council/Member City/of/Selma 9375/Corporate/Drive Selma TX 78154

Mr. Ken Harris Council/Member City/of/Selma 9375/Corporate/Drive Selma TX 78154

Mr./ Kenneth/ Roberts City/Administrator City/of/Selma 9375/Corporate/Drive Selma TX 78154

Mr./ Jose Silva Council/Member City/of/Selma 9375/Corporate/Drive Selma TX 78154

Mr. Phill Swinney Council/Member City/of/Selma 9375/Corporate/Drive Selma TX 78154

Mr. Kevin Hadas Council Member City of Selma 9375 Corporate Drive Selma TX 78154
Ms. Donna Eccleston County/Commissioner,/Precinct/1 Comal/County 199/Main/Plaza/ New/Braunfels TX 78130

Mr. Scott Haag County/Commissioner,/Precinct/2 Comal/County 100/Main/Plaza New/Braunfels TX 78130

Mr. Tom Hornseth County/Engineer Comal/County 100/Main/Plaza New/Braunfels TX 78130

Ms. Jan Kennady County/Commissioner,/Precinct/4 Comal/County 100/Main/Plaza New/Braunfels TX 78130

The/Honorable Sherman Krause Judge Comal/County 100/Main/Plaza New/Braunfels TX 78130

Mr. Kevin Webb County/Commissioner,/Precinct/3 Comal/County 100/Main/Plaza New/Braunfels TX 78130

Mr. David Drastata President Comal/ISD 1865/Crystal/Springs/Bend New/Braunfels TX 78130

Ms. Amy Freund Board/Member Comal/ISD 155/Coral/Cove Spring/Branch TX 78070

Mr. Cody Mueller Board/Member Comal/ISD 10403/Felsblock/Lane New/Braunfels TX 78132

Ms. Nancy Pappas Board/Member Comal/ISD 1100/Homestead/Ridge New/Braunfels TX 78132

Mr. Stephen/S. Smith Board/Member Comal/ISD 971/Lone/Star/Drive New/Braunfels TX 78130

Mr. David Spencer Board/Member Comal/ISD 26610/Harmony/Hills San/Antonio TX 78260

Mr. Jason/C. York Board/Member Comal/ISD 18382/FM/306,/#103 Canyon/Lake TX 78133

Mr. Jimmy Arterberry THPO Comanche/Nation/of/Oklahoma #6/SW/‘D’/Avenue,/Suite/A Lawton OK 73507

Ms. Luana Buckner Chairman Edwards/Aquifer/Authority 900/E./Quincy San/Antonio TX 78215

Mr. Ron Ellis Treasurer Edwards/Aquifer/Authority 900/E./Quincy San/Antonio TX 78215

Ms. Roland Ruiz General/Manager Edwards/Aquifer/Authority 900/E./Quincy San/Antonio TX 78215

Mr. Felix Marquez Executive/Director

Aquifer/Management/Services

Edwards/Aquifer/Authority 900/E./Quincy San/Antonio TX 78215

Ms. Susan/ Hughes Vice/Chairman Edwards/Aquifer/Authority 900/E./Quincy San/Antonio TX 78215

Mr. Enrique Valdivia Secretary Edwards/Aquifer/Authority 900/E./Quincy San/Antonio TX 78215

Mr. Juan Garza,/Jr. Chairperson Kickapoo/Traditional/Tribe/of/Texas HC1/Route,/Box/9700 Eagle/Pass TX 78852

Mr. Gilbert Salazar Chairperson Kickapoo/Tribe/of/Oklahoma P.O./Box/70 McLoud OK 74851

Ms. Amie TahHBone / Kiowa/Indian/Tribe/of/Oklahoma P.O./Box/369 Carnegie OK 73015

Mr. Frederick Chino,/Sr. President Mescalero/Apache/Tribe P.O./Box/227 Mescalero NM 88340

Ms. Letti Bresnahan Board/Member North/East/ISD 8961/Tesoro/Drive

Suite/602

San/Antonio TX 78217

Ms. Susan/ Galindo Board/Member North/East/ISD 8961/Tesoro/Drive

Suite/602

San/Antonio TX 78217

Dr. Brian Gottardy Superintendent North/East/ISD 8961/Tesoro/Drive

Suite/600

San/Antonio TX 78217

Ms. Shannon Grona Board/Member North/East/ISD 8961/Tesoro/Drive

Suite/602

San/Antonio TX 78217

Ms. Sandy Hughey Board/Member North/East/ISD 8961/Tesoro/Drive

Suite/602

San/Antonio TX 78217

Ms. Brigitte Perkins Board/Member North/East/ISD 2500/Heather/Path San/Antonio TX 78232

Mr. Jim Wheat Board/Member North/East/ISD 8961/Tesoro/Drive

Suite/602

San/Antonio TX 78217
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Mr. Edd White Board/Member North/East/ISD 8961/Tesoro/Drive

Suite/602

San/Antonio TX 78217

Mr. Duane Wilson President/CEO North/San/Antonio/Chamber/of/Commerce 12930/Country/Parkway San/Antonio TX 78216

Mr. Isidro Martinez Director San/Antonio/Bexar/County/Metropolitan/Planning/Organization 825/South/St./Mary's/Street San/Antonio TX 78205

Mr. Bruce MacDougal Executive/Director San/Antonio/Conservation/Society 107/King/William/Street San/Antonio TX 78204

Mr. Ramiro Cavazos President San/Antonio/Hispanic/Chamber/of/Commerce 200/E./Grayson/St.

Ste/203

San/Antonio TX 78215

Ms. Shanon/Shea Miller Director,/Office/of/Historic/Preservation San/Antonio/Historical/Preservation/Office 1901/S./Alamo San/Antonio TX 78204

Ms. Suzanne/B. Scott General/Manager San/Antonio/River/Authority 100/East/Guenther/Street/P.O./Box/839980 San/Antonio TX 78283H9980

Mr. Greg Flores/III VP/Public/Affairs San/Antonio/Water/System P.O./Box/2449 San/Antonio TX 78298H2449

Mr. Heriberto Guerra Chairman San/Antonio/Water/System P.O./Box/2449 San/Antonio TX 78298H2449

Mr. Jeff Haby Senior Director San Antonio Water System PO Box 2449 San Antonio TX 78298
Ms. Pat Jasso Assistant Secretary San Antonio Water System PO Box 2449 San Antonio TX 78298
Ms. Pat Merritt Secretary San Antonio Water System PO Box 2449 San Antonio TX 78298
Mr. Robert Puente,/J.D. President/CEO San/Antonio/Water/System PO/Box/2449 San/Antonio TX 78298

Mr. Louis E. Rowe Vice Chairman San Antonio Water System PO Box 2449 San Antonio TX 78298
Dr. Yvonne Katz Chair San/Antonio/Women's/Chamber/of/Commerce 600/Hemisfair/Plaza/Way

Building/514

San/Antonio TX 78205

Mr. Leonard/M. Harjo Principal/Chief Seminole/Nation/of/Oklahoma P.O./Box/1498 Wewoka OK 74884

Ms. Cathy McCool Archeology/Steward/Member Southern/Texas/Archeological/Association 947/E./Highland/Blvd. San/Antonio TX 78210

The/Honorable David Dewhurst Lieutenant/Governor State/of/Texas P.O./Box/12068

Capitol/Station

Austin TX 78711

The/Honorable Rick Perry Governor State/of/Texas P.O./Box/12428 Austin TX 78711H2428

Mr. Clint McKenzie Archeology/Steward/Member Texas/Archelogy/Society 302/Stratford/Court San/Antonio TX 78223

Ms. Lynn Bumguardner Region/13/H/Water/Manager Texas/Commission/on/Environmental/Quality 14250/Jedson/Road San/Antonio TX 78233

Ms. Linda Henderson Historian Texas/Historical/Commission P.O./Box/12276 Austin TX 78711H2276

Ms. Nancy Steves Commissioner Texas/Historical/Commission P.O./Box/12276 Austin TX 78711H2276

The/Honorable Trey Martinez/Fischer Representative Texas/House/of/Representatives,/District/116 1910/Fredericksburg/Road San/Antonio TX 78201

The/Honorable Phillip/A. Cortez Representative Texas/House/of/Representatives,/District/117 3227 S.W. Military Drive San/Antonio TX 78211

The/Honorable Joe Farias Representative Texas/House/of/Representatives,/District/118 1313 S.E. Military Drive San/Antonio TX 78221

The/Honorable Roland Gutierrez Representative Texas/House/of/Representatives,/District/119 3319/Sidney/Brooks San/Antonio TX 78235

The/Honorable Ruth Jones/McClendon Representative Texas/House/of/Representatives,/District/120 403/S.W./W/White/Road

Suite/210

San/Antonio TX 78219

The/Honorable Joe Straus Mr./Speaker Texas/House/of/Representatives,/District/121 7373/Broadway

202HA

San/Antonio TX 78209

The/Honorable Lyle Larson Representative Texas/House/of/Representatives,/District/122 14607 San Pedro Avenue Suite 180 San/Antonio TX 78232

The/Honorable Michael Villarreal Representative Texas/House/of/Representatives,/District/123 1114/S./St./Mary's

Suite/110

San/Antonio TX 78210

The/Honorable Jose Menendez Representative Texas/House/of/Representatives,/District/124 7121/US/Hwy/90/West

Suite/240

San/Antonio TX 78227

The/Honorable Justin Rodriguez Representative Texas/House/of/Representatives,/District/125 5503 Grissom Road Suite 105 San/Antonio TX 78238

The/Honorable Doug Miller Representative Texas/House/of/Representatives,/District/73 407 W. Mill Street New/Braunfels TX 78130

The/Honorable Larry Phillips Representative Texas/House/of/Representatives,

House/Committee/on/Transportation

P.O./Box/2910 Austin TX 78768

Ms. Julie Wicker Program Supervisor Texas Parks and Wildlife Department 4200 Smith School Road Austin TX 78744
The/Honorable Carlos/I. Uresti Senator Texas/State/Senate,/District/19 2530/SW/Military/Drive

Suite/103

San/Antonio TX 78224

The/Honorable Judith Zaffirini Senator Texas/State/Senate,/District/21 1400 Congress Ave Austin TX 78701
The/Honorable Donna Campbell Senator Texas/State/Senate,/District/25 9601 McAllister Freeway Suite 150 San/Antonio TX 78216

The/Honorable Leticia Van/de/Putte Senator Texas/State/Senate,/District/26 101/West/Nueva/Street/Suite/809 San/Antonio TX 78205

Mr. Jeff Austin/III Commissioner Texas/Transportation/Commission 125/East/11th/Street Austin TX 78701

Mr. Ted Houghton Commissioner Texas/Transportation/Commission 125/East/11th/Street Austin TX 78701

Mr. Jeff Moseley Commissioner Texas/Transportation/Commission 125/East/11th/Street Austin TX 78701

Mr. Fred Underwood Commissioner Texas/Transportation/Commission 125/East/11th/Street Austin TX 78701

Mr. Victor Vandergriff Commissioner Texas/Transportation/Commission 125/East/11th/Street Austin TX 78701

Mr. Killis/P. Almond,/Jr. Trustee THC/Friends/Trustee 342/Wilkens/Ave. San/Antonio TX 78210

Mr. Albert/Ford Hausser Trustee/Emeritus THC/Friends/Trustee 263/Geneseo/Rd. San/Antonio TX 78209

Ms. Tamara FrancisHFourkiller / The/Delaware/Nation P.O./Box/825 Anadarko OK 73005

Mr. Richard Perez President The/Greater/San/Antonio/Chamber/of/Commerce 602/E./Commerce San/Antonio TX 78205

Mr. Don/L. Patterson President Tonkawa/Tribe/of/Indians/of/Oklahoma 1/Rush/Buffalo/Road Tonkawa OK 74653

Ms. Janice Alamia City/Secretary Town/of/Hollywood/Park 2/Mecca/Drive Hollywood/Park TX 78232

The/Honorable David Ortega/ Mayor Town/of/Hollywood/Park 2/Mecca/Drive Hollywood/Park TX 78232

Mr. Matt Amerman Council/Member,/Place/4 Town/of/Hollywood/Park 2/Mecca/Drive Hollywood/Park TX 78232

Mr. Jimmy Arroyo Director/of/Public/Works Town/of/Hollywood/Park 2/Mecca/Drive Hollywood/Park TX 78232

Holly McBrayer Council/Member,/Place/5 Town/of/Hollywood/Park 2/Mecca/Drive Hollywood/Park TX 78232

Mr. Steve Phillips Council/Member,/Place/1 Town/of/Hollywood/Park 2/Mecca/Drive Hollywood/Park TX 78232

Ms. Sudie Sartor Council/Member,/Place/2 Town/of/Hollywood/Park 2 Mecca Drive Hollywood/Park TX 78232
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